Message

From:
Sent:
To:
CcC:

Subject:

Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]
4/19/2017 5:10:16 PM

Freire, JP [Freire.JP@epa.gov]

Konkus, John [konkus.jchn@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov];
Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]
Re: WSJ

I don't think this is one he'd want framed. If looking for one to put in his office I'd go with the "back to basics”
editorial

Sent from my iPhone

On Apr 19, 2017, at 9:37 AM, Freire, JP <Freire.JP@epa.gov> wrote:

My only nitpick is that | know he isn’t really advocating for withdrawal publically but it’s easy to mistake
his deepseated reservations for advocacy of withdrawal. Kind of a pain for our friends at WH who are
trying to navigate this carefully.

From: Konkus, John

Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 9:48 AM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Ferguson, Lincoln <ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov>; Freire, IP
<Freire. JP@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy®@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: WSJ

Absolutely!

From: Bowman, Liz

Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 9:48 AM

To: Ferguson, Lincoln <ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov>; Freire, JP <Freire JP@epa.gov>; Konkus, John
<konkus.john@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan
<wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: WSJ

We should get Ron to frame this for SP ~ instead of the NYT thing sitting on my desk?

From: Ferguson, Lincoln

Sent: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 9:17 AM

To: Freire, JP <Freire. JP@epa.gov>; Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Konkus, John
<konkus.john@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>; Wilcox, Jahan
<wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>

Subject: WSJ

https://www.wsi.cony/articles/hichwav-from-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555808

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal

from the Paris global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief
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is being assailed from the right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are

searching for betrayals where none exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of
President Obama’s regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to
dismantle them for good as EPA administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge
the underlying determination for regulating CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding.
In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a
threat to public health and the environment, and this document serves as the nominal legal basis

for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

[ JU.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt speaks with coal miners at
the Harvey Mine in Sycamore, Pa., April 13. PHOTO: GETTY IMAGES

April 18,2017 6:50 p.m. ET
156 COMMENTS

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal
from the Paris global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief
is being assailed from the right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are

searching for betrayals where none exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of
President Obama’s regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to
dismantle them for good as EPA administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge
the underlying determination for regulating CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding.
In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a
threat to public health and the environment, and this document serves as the nominal legal basis

for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will
strengthen his opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings
create a legal obligation for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far
different from traditional hazards like SO Xand NO X .
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The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought
it more than we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying
to revoke it now. The finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof

non-endangerment rule would consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an

agency with few political appointees and a career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial
deference, but the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is
packed with progressive judges. Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left,

so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the
2007 ruling in Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice
Anthony Kennedy was in that 5-4 majority.

Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the
Administration to use scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it
on a doomed mission. The endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr.
Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes,

including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like
CPP, but then that same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural
target for the left, but when conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s

economic deregulation project as a sellout, maybe the problem 1s the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Sent from my iPhone
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Message

From: Gunasekara, Mandy [Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]

Sent: 4/27/2017 2:42:59 PM

To: Dravis, Samantha [dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Bolen, Brittany
[bolen.brittany@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: E&E News: Today could expose strengths, and weaknesses, in Cabinet, 4/27/17

Attachments: Paris Agreement EPA.pdf; Additional Points on Paris.docx; 115 Pitch Document.pdf; Heritage Study_Impacts of
Paris.pdf; Section 115 How it Woks.docx; Paris agreement_DDay_DRAFT.docx; NERA-CPP-Final-Nov-7.pdf

I'm working on letter, withdrawal packet and stern statements points

From: Dravis, Samantha

Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 10:01 AM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>; Gunasekara, Mandy <Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov>; Bolen, Brittany
<bolen.brittany@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: E&E News: Today could expose strengths, and weaknesses, in Cabinet, 4/27/17

Mandy could you send me one more time the final docs you want me to organize for Administtrator?

From: Bowman, Liz

Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 10:00 AM

To: Gunasekara, Mandy <Gunasekara Mandv@ena.gov>; Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>; Bolen, Brittany
<bolen.brittany@ena.gov>

Subject: FW: E&E News: Today could expose strengths, and weaknesses, in Cabinet, 4/27/17

Sorry to be a nag here, but this is why | want to include a strong intro/conclusion in that letter...

From: So, Katherine

Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 9:50 AM

To: AO OPA OMR CLIPS <& OPA OMR CLIPS@Eeps.gov>

Cc: So, Katherine <so. katherine @epa.pov>

Subject: E&E News: Today could expose strengths, and weaknesses, in Cabinet, 4/27/17

E&E News

hitps/fwww senews. net/dimatewire/2007/04/ 27 fstories /1060053878
Today could expose strengths, and weaknesses, in Cabinet

By Jean Chemnick 4/27/17

Today's meeting of top officials in the White House situation room could shed light not only on the fate of U.S.
participation in the Paris Agreement but on which Trump administration players have the most influence with their boss.

The meeting brings together Cabinet members and advisers who are divided on whether President Trump should follow
through on his promise to "cancel" the deal.

While much has been made of the rising influence within the White House of "globalists" like Trump's son-in-law Jared
Kushner, who is said to favor the deal, over nationalists, like adviser Steve Bannon, Cabinet members on hand today

have equally diverse views.

Secretary of State Rex Tillerson is the senior U.S. diplomat, but he has said nothing about this particular multilateral
agreement since his confirmation in January.
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"As you know, the review is ongoing with respect to the Paris Agreement. We're looking at it still," said a senior State
Department official yesterday.

Bloomberg reported Tuesday night on a leaked draft memo circulating within the State Department arguing that Paris
imposes few burdens on the United States. The document stops short of recommending that Trump remain in the deal,
and it's unclear whether that document was intended to inform the secretary or whether it might represent his views.
He said during the confirmation process that the United States could benefit from retaining a "seat at the table" in
climate negotiations.

While Tillerson hasn't voiced an opinion publicly on Paris since assuming his new role, he may have raised it with Trump.
The former Exxon Mobil Corp. CEO meets frequently with the president behind closed doors, and the State Department
official said Paris has been featured in some of those conversations.

"I can't speak definitively whether this has been a frequent topic, but he meets with the president, sometimes multiple
occasions during any week, and I'm sure it's come up in some way, shape or form on multiple occasions," said the
official.

Sen. Ben Cardin (D-Md.) told reporters at a briefing yesterday that Tillerson has told him he expects to be Trump's top
adviser on Paris.

"He's the key point person in the administration on this issue," said Cardin, the senior Democrat on the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee. "That's what he tells me."

Cardin said U.S. EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt, who will also attend this afternoon’s meeting, has deferred to Tillerson in
conversations with him. But unlike Tillerson, Pruitt has not been shy about making his own opposition known, saying in
an interview with "Fox & Friends” earlier this month that the United States should exit the agreement because it's a

"bad deal "

The former Oklahoma attorney general, who pitted himself for years against EPA regulations before Trump appointed
him to head the agency, has said it will make it harder to dismantle greenhouse gas rules if the United States is a party
to a U.N. agreement that describes emissions as a dire threat.

Pruitt wants a 'kill shot’

Rep. Kevin Cramer (R-N.D.) said at an event Tuesday night that Pruitt brought that argument up again this week during a
meeting with electric power cooperatives at EPA headquarters.

Cramer said Pruitt was particularly anxious to have a "kill shot" at the Clean Power Plan, which Trump has set about
repealing but which will be the subject of extensive litigation.

Paul Bodnar, the White House National Security Council’s former climate chief, said he was surprised at how vocal Pruitt
has been on Paris. Trump is set to make his own announcement on the deal by the end of May and has said he is
"studying" the issue.

"It's unusual to have a Cabinet secretary out in public there lobbying the president and his Cabinet colleagues on an
undecided issue," said Bodnar, whao is now with the Rocky Mountain Institute. He added that "being vocal probably
magnifies Pruitt's influence in this media-centric administration. But it could also be a sign that he's about to lose the
debate."

Cramer, who has hinted at support for remaining in the deal, seemed to dismiss Pruitt's position that U.S. participation
in Paris could arm environmental litigants. The congressman said he was more convinced that staying in Paris was the

right move after hosting the Tuesday panel in a House office building, though he favors weaker emissions commitments.

Cramer called the administration's public airing of the Paris decision "kind of noble."
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But Robert Stavins, director of the Harvard Environmental Economics Program, said Tillerson's relative absence from the
public debate over Paris might be a strategy learned from his decades in the private sector.

"My assumption is that Mr. Tillerson, being a successful former CEO — who operates, like all successful CEOs, not on the
basis of ideology but on the basis of evidence — remains supportive of the USA remaining a party to the Paris climate
agreement,” he said.

Companies ranging from BP PLC to Google have come out in favor of the deal, arguing that U.S. influence over its
direction would benefit American businesses. "As a corporation man, however, he also understands and observes
hierarchy, and so | would not expect him to make public statements about his position, but to voice it only privately,
such as to the president,” Stavins said.

Tillerson appears to have an ally in Energy Secretary Rick Perry, who said this week that he would not urge a Paris exit.
But other Cabinet members have been more circumspect. Commerce Secretary Wilbur Ross said Tuesday: "It's really
outside my area."

"I'm having enough difficulty dealing with the trade issues rather than poaching on other people's territory," said Ross,
whose agency overseas climate science work at the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration.

White House deputies gathered Tuesday to lay the groundwork for today's meeting, which was rescheduled from earlier
in the month. It's unclear whether it will produce a single recommendation for the president or a menu of options.
Trump is expected to make the final call.

"It would be welcome news if the president would announce the United States will continue to sit at the table and will
continue to work with the international community so that we can all take responsibility,” Cardin said yesterday.

He added that during a Monday meeting with U.N. ambassadors in Washington, several of them brought up the Paris
Agreement with him and Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-5.C.).

Katherine So

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: (202)-564-4511

sa katherine@enn gov
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UMITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DO, 20480

Consequences of the “America Second” Approach and the Paris Agreement

THE ADRISTRATOR

¢ The Paris Agreement is a bad deal for America in two primary ways: first, by
frontloading costs for the American people to the detriment of our economy
and job growth; and second, by extracting meaningless commitments from
top global emitters.

e The Obama Administration made a promise to reduce U.S. emissions 26 to
28% below 2005 levels by 2025, Industry groups and environmentalists
agreed this commitment was “unachievable.”!

Undermines U.S. Competiveness and Jobs: A recent report” assessing the overall
impact of higher energy costs found over the next decade, United States involvement
in the Paris Agreement would result in:

e  Anaggregate U8, gross domestic product (GDP) loss of over $2.5 willion.

¢ An overall annual average shortfall of nearly 400,000 American jobs,
including an average manufacturing shortfall of over 200,000 jobs; and

¢ A total mcome loss of more than $30,000 for a family of four,

Green Climate Fund: The Green Climate Fund (GCF) is the key funding
mechanism of the Paris Climate Agreement. The beneficiaries are small, developing
nations. The fund is slated to grow to $100 billion by 2020.

= The Green Climate Fund currently has $10.13 billion contributed from 43
governments.”

¢  Obama Administration unlawfully committed $3 billion to the Green
Climate Fund, which is approximately 30% of the initial funding.’

FUS Serate EPW Commitiee Hearing, "Road to Paris: Examining the Fresident’s International Climate Agenda and Implications
for Domestic Enwironmental Policy,” July 8, 2015, available at

hrpsd Senww pp.senate movd publinfindevefmdhearne s IS 200G DB OB AV - SAS5- 23 L ARSGAGIDES

4 Heriage Foundation, “To Save American 1obs, Leave the Paris Asresment Now,™ March 20, 2017, available at;

httpoffwenw heritage.orgfiobs-and-labot/commentary/save-smerican-jobs-leave-the-paris-agreement-now

* Green Climate Fund, "Contributors,” available a3t e feweegresnclimate Jungfpantnersfonntibutonsdresoursas-mnbilized.
# DECH 2020 Projections of Climate Finance Towards the USD 100 Billion Goal” {2016} available at:

mrpn S fenanw rmed e faruire s fee IB e et B RO i g b SO0 Pren s 80 ITIO AN SOMAEITE pydf

internet Addrass {LURL) » hilpdfennw 2pa.gov
RenyolediRevyslahle o Printed with Vegstabls OF Rased inks on 100% Postuonsumar, Procsss Cldoring Froe Reoyeled Paper
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e Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD)
estimates that by 2020 $67 billion will be raised from public financing (private
funding is expected to make up the rest).

e At current commitment levels, the U.S. would commit $18 to $20 billion.

e China will contribute $0.°

e India will contribute %0, °

e Russia will contribute $0.7

o Days after the Obama Administration unlawfully submitted its initial
contribution of $500 million, the Green Climate Fund announced it would
increase the number of permanent staff by 150% - from 56 to 140 positions.?

o The second unlawful installment was made on January 17, 2017.

Clean Power Plan and other costly climate regulations: The Obama
Admmistration pledged to reduce US GHGs 26-28%. To satisfy his promise, it
developed a host of domestic actions that would raise energy costs, undermine the
U.S. economic competitiveness, and impede job growth. The centerpiece was the
Clean Power Plan, which was projected to do the following:

¢ Cost of Compliance: $292 billion over 10 years
e Result in double digit electricity price increases in 40 states.
¢ (Costover 123,000 American jobs.
e Produce modest environmental benefits undone by a few days of emissions
from China.
o 14 days of dioxide reductions (CO») emission from China would
oftset the CO, emissions achieved in 2030 -- the final vear of the
CPP.

Set-up to Fail: The Obama Administration commitments set the United States up
to fail as the 26-28% emission rate reductions by 2025 are not achievable, which
environmental groups and industry agree. There was a 40% gap in meeting the
emission reduction with the Clean Power Plan. Without the CPP, the methane rule
for oil and gas, the gap is over 60%.

e Below highlights the effect of President’s Trump Energy Independence
Executive Order on the Ohama-era commitments.

¥id,

5,

T,

FLNS Maws, “Days after $500 Million US Contribution, LLN. Grean Climate Fund Increases Staff by 150%," March 14, 2018,
avatlable at: hitp/feww ongrave comdneesfarticie fnatribksaodenausb/.

2
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Chama Administration’s 2025 28% GHG Emissions
Goal: Mind the Gap After Trump Administration EQs
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Not an opportunity to renegotiate or back-slide on current commitments: Paris
Agreement parties are required to submit a new commitment every five vears
starting in 2020 reflective of the “ratcheting up” provision that requires
commitments to be more ambitious than the previous submission. There is no
provision that allows for reduced commitments.

Lt
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Additional Points on Paris

Justifications to stay in Paris are not about Climate Change: All the arguments to stay in the
Paris Climate Agreement have nothing to do with climate change.

e National Security should be discussed and negotiated through a national security
agreement with national security experts.

e Trade objectives should be discussed and negotiated through a trade agreement with trade
experts.

e This approach ensures the US will be well positioned, relying on the best available
experts to get the most out of our deals.

We can renegotiate a better deal: Getting out of Paris does not limit future conversations with
the same international parties about a better deal or approach to climate. We will still have a seat
at the table.

Threatens American Energy Independence Executive Order and regulatory roll-back:
Staying in Paris leaves in place a mechanism by which environmentalists and Obama’s activist
judges could compel the EPA to put in place a future Clean Power Plan or worse.

e Even though we are getting rid of CPP and other economically damaging regulations,
there is a provision in the Clean Air Act (Section 115) that the Paris Agreement could
be used to put in place a rule similar to the Clean Power Plan.

e Under the expectation that Hilary Clinton would win the election, environmental
groups started laying the groundwork for using Section 115 under the Paris Agreement
last year.

e Environmentalists and democrats are attempting to downplay this threat in hopes of
keeping the Paris Agreement mechanism in place.

If Peabody Coal is mentioned: Peabody’s much reported support is misleading.

e In a private meeting the company was proposed with a leading hypothetical premised on
reducing the domestic commitments under the Paris Agreement.

e Such actions would be prevented by the “ratcheting up” provision in the Paris
Agreement, which requires emissions commitments be “more ambitious” than the
previous submission.

e Peabody’s response to the hypothetical was that they would not actively work against the
administration under such circumstances. This was leaked to the press characterizing it as
“support.”
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LEGAL PATHWAYS TO REDUCING
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS UNDER

SECTION 115 OF THE CLEAN AIR ACT

january 2016

Coordinating Lead dwithor: Michae! Burger {Sabln Cender for Climate Thange Low,
Cefurnbio Low Schooll

Lead Authors: Ann E Carlsen {(Enunett Institute on Chmate Chonge and the Envivosment,
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1.8, State Department Projections:
U.8. 2025 Emission Reductions under Current Measures

B2

248%4

200

16%

% Reduction from 2005 emissions leyels

Low seguestration High seguestration

The State Deparment "Current Measures” scenatic includes poficies that have been fnalized through mid-2015, including ERA's Tlean Power Plan for the
glectricity sector

Source. US. Department of Siate, 3016 Seotnd Blennial Report of the Unfied Siates.
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Rhodium Group Projections:
.8, 2025 Emission Reductions with “Policies in the Pipeline”

AL

168

% Reduction from 2005 emissions levels

High-growth, low-innovation Core soenario ftow-growth, high-innovation
scanario searari o

The Rhodium Group "Policies in the Pipeline” scenarios inciude the prdicies in the State Depariment "Current Measures” scenario and aggment them by (1)
adding the December 2015 extension of the wind and 3olar fax credits; (2} assuming finalization of the EPA’s proposed regulations of methane from new off and
gas faciities and new and existing landfills, (3) assuming 100% participation in EPA's program for voluntary methane reductions from existing off and facilitles; (4}
assuming finalization of EPA's proposed standards for medium- and heavy-duty trucks; and (5} assuming adoption of the U S proposal to phase down production
and consumption of HFCs under the Maontreal Prodocol

The “core” scenarnio incomporates the Siate Depariment's “high sequesiration” projections and also assuymes the highest potential reductions from the Clean Power
Flan and other current and proposed policies. | adopts e assumplions about economic growth and ischnological innovation used by the Energy Information
Agency in s 2015 Annual Energy Qutlook {E18 2015 AEC) The “high-growth, Iow-innovation” scenario assumes {1) higher aconomic growth and slower
technological innovalion, (2) lower sequestralion, and {2 fower reductions from current and propased policies than the core scenario. The “low-growth, high-
innovation” scenarin assumes slower ecolomic growth and higher techningical innovation than the coare scenarno.

Source. Rhodium Group, Taking Sfock Progress Toward Meeting U5 Gimale Goals (danuary 28, 2016).
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Clean Air Act Section 115
International air pollution

Sec. 115(a): Endangerment of Public Health of Welfare in
Foreign Countries from Pollution Emitted in United States

Whenever the Administrator, upon receipt of reports ... from
any duly constituted |nternat|onal agency has reason to
believe that any air pollutant ... emitted in the Un |ted States
cause or co ntrlbute to air pollutlon
country or whenever the Secreta ry of State requests h|m to
do so... the Administrator shall give formal notification thereof
to the Governor of the State in which such emissions

originate.

ec o en

ED_013450_00000087-00005



Clean Air Act Section 115
International air pollution

Sec. 115(c): Reciprocity

This section shall apply only to a foreign country
which the Adm|n|strator determmes has glven
the United States essentially the same rights
with respect to the preventlon or control of air
pollutlon occurring in that country as is given
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Clean Air Act Section 115
International air pollution

Sec. 115(b): Prevention or Elimination of Endangerment

The notlce of the Admlnlstrator shall be deemed to be

endange Any forelgn cou ntry 50 affected by
such emission of pollutant or pollutants shall be invited
to appear at any public hearing associated with any

revision of the appropriate portion of the applicable
implementation plan.
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Clean Air Act Section 110
State implementation plans

Sec. 110(a):

(2) Each implementation plan submitted by a State ... shall —

(A) include enforceable emission limitations and other
control measures, means or techmques

. as may be necessary or
approprlate to meet the appllcable requirements of this
chapter.
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Advantages to Using Section 115

Closes Emissions Gap
Economic Efficiency

e Use of market mechanisms

* Economy-wide scope

Administrative Efficiency

* Can obviate need for multiple sector-by-sector regulations

Complements the Clean Power Plan
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Implementation Issues

Setting the national target
Apportioning reductions among states

— Equal Percentage, Marginal Cost, Combin
Covering fuels and natural gas
Offsets

Federal implementation plans

ation
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Procedural Reciprocity after the Paris Agreement

Right to patticipate in
public hearing

Comment on sub-national
implementation plan

Comment on national
target and nat'l
implementation

Right to receive answers
to written questions
Right to technical review
by experts

Right to biennial progress
reports

Right to additional pledge
every 5 years
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Substantive Reciprocity after the Paris Agreement

China 10,684 Medium
United States 5,883 Medium
European Union 4,123 Medium
India 2,887 Medium

Brazil 1,823 Medium
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The
Heritage Foundation

No. 3130 | JUNE 9, 2016

The U.S. Should Withdraw from the United Nations Framework

Convention on Climate Change

Nicolas D. Loris, Brett D. Schaefer, and Steven Groves
Abstract

In order to satisfy its commitments to the recently signed Paris Agree-
ment on climate change, the Obama Administration plans to reduce
UJ.5. greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in 2025 by 26 percent to 28 per-
cent below 20085 levels. If the U.S. follows through with this plan by re-
stricting access to carbon dioxide-emitting natural resources, Ameri-
can households and businesses will incur higher energy costs. These
increases in costs will, in turn, slow economic growth and reduce per
capita income growth while having little to no impact on the project-
ed warming. Withdrawing from the UN. Framework Convention on
Climate Change would send a clear signal that the U.S. believes that
the widespread international approach is costly and ineffective and
would avoid future arrears to the UNFCCC as current law should pro-
hibit U.S. financial contributions after the Palestinian Authority for-
mally acceded to the freaty. Withdrawal would will not preciude the
U5, from studying climate change, understanding the risks, and work-
ing with a smaller group of nations through informal arrangements
to undertake appropriate steps. It would, however, prevent abuse of
the UNFCCC framework as a vehicle for asserting U.S. commitments
while avoiding Senate advice and consent in the treaty process.

1 April 22, 2016, the United States, along with over 170 other
nations, signed the Paris Agreement on climate change. Nego-
tiated in December 2015, the agreement contains both binding and
non-binding commitments intended to combat global warming by
shifting the global energy economy away from the use of natural
resources such as coal, natural gas, and oil, and toward renewable
sources like solar and wind power. As part of its Intended Nation-

This paper, in its entirety, can be found at hitpi/report.heritage.org /bg3130
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# The Obama Administration plans
toreduce U 5. greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissionsin 2025 by
26 percent to 28 percent below
2005 levels.

8 Because the planreguires restrict
ing the use of natural resources
like coal oil, and natural gas, the
slanwillincrease energy costs
for all Americans, slow economic
growth, and reduce percapita
income growth—all while having
little to noimpact on the project-
ed warming.

2 The Administration is using
LS. participationin the United
Mations Framework Convention
on Climate Change (UNFCCO o
avoid Senate advice and consent
inthetreaty process.

& The United States participationin
the UNFCCC has been costly, inef-
fective, and s predicated on the
premise that man-made global
warming is an urzent threat when
the science suggests otherwise.
The LS. should withdraw from
the UNFCCC.
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ally Determined Contributions INDC}, the Gbama
Administration announced plans to reduce U.S.
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in 2025 by 26 per
cent to 28 percent compared to 2005 levels.! If the
U.5. follows through with this plan, American house
holds and businesses will incur higher energy costs.
These increased costs will, in turn, slow economic
growth and reduce per capita income growth while
having little to no impact on the projecied warming.

The Paris Agreement is the latest in a series
of costly policy choices the U5, government has
made because of its participation in the United
Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
(UNFCCC). Participation in the UNFCCC is predi-
cated on the premise that GHG emissions from
human activity are predominantly responsible
for and will lead to significant increases in average
global temperatures and that countries around the
world must act immediately to stop dangerous levels
of global warming. Though the climate is changing,
as it always has, the threat is not as clear, imminent,
and catastrophic as the UNFCCC makesitouttobe.?

Further, the international body is convinced that
the only means to successfully combat global warm-
ing is to reduce the use of conventional fuels that
power the global economy. Such a dramatic trans-
formation will drive energy costs higher for devel-
oped nations and block access to dependable energy
sources for developing ones. America’s participa-
fion in international climate change programs has
wasted taxpayer money and led £o questionable and
harmful interventions in energy markets through
government-backed financial programs, mandates,
and heavy-handed regulation.

The United States should withdraw from
the UNFCCC. Withdrawing from the UNFCCC
would acknowledge that the current international
approach to climate change is costly, ineffective, and
unworkable. It would also avoid likely U.S. arrears

to the UNFCCC in the future as current law should
prohibit U.5. financial contributions to the organiza-
tion after the Palestinian Authority formally acced-
ed to the treaty in March 2016.° Withdrawing from
the UNFCCC would not preclude the U.5. govern-
ment from studying climate science, understanding
any potential risks associated with climate change,
and working with a smaller group of nations through
informal arrangements to undertake appropriate
steps. However, withdrawing will prevent future
Administrations from using the existing UNFCCC
framework to avoid Senate advice and consent in the
treaty process as required by Article II Section 2 of
the U.5. Constitution.

A Brief History of the UNFCCC and Its
Stated Goals

In 1992, United Nations member states attend-
ed the Conference on Environment and Develop-
ment (UNCED). More commonly known as the Rio
Earth Summit, the meeting led to the signing of the
UNFCCC. The main objective of the UNFCCC is to
achieve the

[sltabilization of greenhouse gas concentrations
in the atmosphere at a level that would prevent
dangerous anthropogenic interference with the
climate system. Such a level should be achieved
within a time-frame sufficient to allow ecosys-
tems to adapt naturally to climate change, to
ensure that food production is not threatened
and to enable economic development to proceed
in asustainable manner.*

The treaty entered into force in 1994 and current-
Iy has 197 parties, including the 1.8, Since 1995, the
parties have met annually to discuss steps to address
man-made global warming. The signature achieve-
ment for the parties was the Kyoto Protocol, adopted

1. Steven Groves, "Obama’s Plan to Avold Senate Review of the Pa

is Protocol,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3055, September 21, 2015,

http/Awww heritage.org/research/reports/2015/0% /ohamas-plan-to-avoid-senate- review-of -the-paris-protocol.

2. David W. Kreuizer, Nicolas D, Loris, Katie Tubb, and Kevin 2. Dayaraina, "The 5tate of Climate Science: No Justification for Extreme Policies,”

Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3119, April 22, 2016, htip/Awww.heritage.org /research/reports/2016,/04/the-state-of-climate-

science-no-justification-for-extreme-policies.

(8]

https: /treaties.un.org/pages/ViewDetailsifLaspx?sre=TREATYSmt

(accessed May 13, 2016).

United MNations Treaty Collection, "United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change,”
dsg_no=XXVH-7&chapter=27&Temp=mtdsg3&lang=en

P

4. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 1.2.1 Article 2 of the Convention,
hitps/Awww.ipce.ch/pubiications_and_data/ard/we3/en/chlsi-2.htmil (accessed May 13, 2016).
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in December 1997.° The Kyoto Protocol committed
37 industrialized countries to legally binding GHG
reduction targets.” The agreement has two commit-
ment periods, the first spanning from 2005-2012
and the second from 2013-2020. The second com-
mitment period is known as the Doha amendment,
which commits parties to reducing GHG emissions
18 percent below 1990 levels by 2020.7 Out of the 37
couniries participating in Kyoto, only 7 have ratified
the Doha amendment.

Recognizing the economic costs and the the fact
that the GHG reductions outlined in the Kyoto Pro-
tocol would have little to no impact on projected
warming, the United States never ratified the Kyoto
Protocol® Canada withdrew from the agreement in
2012° Japan, Russia, and New Zealand have stated
they will not participate in the second commitment
period requiring additional cuts to GHG emissions.

The Paris Protocol and the U.S.
Commitment

Most recently, leaders from around the world con-
vened af the 2015 U.N. Climate Change Conference
in Paris. The agreement reached at the end of the
Paris conference set a target of achieving a 2 degree
Celsius warming threshold with intentions to limit
warming to 1.5 degrees Celsius. The means of accom-
plishing the goal largely center on transitioning the
global energy economy away from carbon-emitting
natural resources toward renewable energy.

The agreement determines “that deep reduc-
tions in global emissions will be required in order to
achieve the ultimate objective of the Convention and
emphasiz/es] the need for urgency in addressing cli-
mate change.”

As part of the agreement, industrialized nations
submitted INDC to reduce greenhouse gas emis-
sions.”* While the UNFCCC does not itself place any
legally binding agreements on emissions reductions,
it set the framework and impetus for U.S. climate
policy to move America toward carbon-free energy
sources and to significantly restrict carbon emis-
sions from natural resources.

The Obama Administration’s INDC aims fo
reduce U.5. GHG emissions by 26 percent to 28 per-
cent below 2005 levels by the year 2025." The Amer-
ican delegation’s pledge to the UNFCCC is framed
as the beginning of a “pathway from 2020 to deep,
economy-wide emission reductions of 80 percent
or more by 2050. The target is part of a longer range,
collective effort to transition to a low-carbon global
economy as rapidly as possible.”*

While the U.5. INDC is non-binding and the

Administration emphasizes that the U.5. “does not

intend to utilize international market mechanisms,”
the plan outlines a litany of domestic regulations
that the Administration proposed and implement-
ed during President Obama’s time in office so far,
including:

5. United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, Kyoto Protocol, hitp #unfcecint/kyoto_protocol/items/2830.php

(accessed May 13, 2016).

6. thid.

7. United Nations Treaty Collection, Doha Amendment to the Kyoto Protocol, Chapter XXV Environment, December 8, 2012,

hitps:/treaties.un.org/Pages/ViewDetails.aspx?sre=TREATYEmidsg_no=XXVI-7-c&chapter=27&lang=en {accessed May 13, 20163

8. Nicolas Loris, "Why Paris Climate Conference is a Throwback to 1997 Kyoto Debate,” Daily Signal, December 1, 2015,
hitp #dailysignal.com/2C15/12 /01 /why-paris-climate-conference-is-a-throwback-te-1997-kyoto-debate /.

9. Government of Canada, "Canada's Withdrawal from the Kyoto Protocol” December 15, 2011, hitps /www.ec.gc.ca/Publications /default.

asp?lang=EnSn=EE4AFO6AE-1&X

EE4FO6AE-13EF-453B-Ba33-FCB3BAECEBAFSoffset=38toc=hide {accessed May 13, 2016).

10, United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, "Adoption of the Paris Agreement,” December 12, 2015,
https: /unfcec.int rasource/docs/2015/cop2t/eng /109 pdf (accessed May 13, 2016).

1. United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, "INDCs as Communicated by Parties”

http /wwwé.unfoec int /submissions/inde/Submission%20Pages//submissions.aspx (accessed May 13, 2016).

12. The agreemant displays biases toward politically preferred low-carbon energy sources. For instance, despite the fact that nuciear energy

provides baseload carbon-free electricity, the agreament does not mention nuclear power once. Instead, the agreement pushes for the

adoption of more renewable energy, particularly in Africa.

13, UNFCCC, "Party: United States of America—Intended Nationally Determinad Contribution,” March 31, 2015,

hitp Awwwd unfoceint Submissions/INDC/Published %20 Documents/ United%620S5tates% 200f% 20 America/1/U.5.%20Cover% 20

MNote%ZOINDC%20and%20Accompanying%20information.pdf (accessed May 13, 2016).

14, Ibid.
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g Carbon-dioxide regulations for new and existing
power plants. Combined, these two regulations
serve as major component of the Administra-
tion’s global warming agenda.

B Fuel-efficiency and GHG regulations for light and
heavy-duty vehicles.

B Energy-efficiency regulations for commercial
and residential buildings as well as appliances.’®

B Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)-approved
alternatives to hydrochlorofluorocarbons.

e Methane regulations for landfills and the oil and
gas sector.

B Executive orders to reduce GHG emissions by the
federal government.’

Cumulatively, the impact of past and present
Administrations” involvement in international cli-
mate change programs has come af great cost to
American taxpayers and the economy broadly and
have done little, if anything, for the environment.

American Participation in the UNFCCC
Part of a Costly Attempt at Economic
Transformation

Americans have already paid a steep price for
the United States’ involvement in the UNFCCC.
Policies supporting domestic and international
climate efforts have resulted in wasted taxpayer
money, higher energy prices, and special treatment
from the government for preferred energy sources
and technologies.

The message perpetuated by participation in
the UNFCCC is anti-development in nature. Such
sentiment was evident in UNFCCC Executive Sec-
retary Christiana Figueres’s statement regarding
international commitments to reduce GHG emis-

sions. “This is the first time in the history of man-
kind,” she said, “that we are setting ourselves the
task of intentionally, within a defined period of
time to change the economic development model
that has been reigning for at least 150 years, since
the industrial revolution.?”

This aggressively burdensome agenda involves
significant costs.

Global Warming Regulations Mean Higher
Energy Prices, Less Growth., Approximately 80
percent of America’s energy needs are met through
natural resources that emit carbon dioxide (CO),
mainly coal, oil, and natural gas.” Similarly, these
energy resources provide more than 80 percent of
the entire world’s energy consumption. These nat-
ural resources constitute such a large share of the
world’s energy use because they are the most reli-
able electricity and transportation fuel at the most
affordable price. Decarbonizing the energy econo-
my will drive up energy costs, costs which must be
absorbed or passed on for others to pay.

Heritage Foundation economists estimate that
American household electricity expenditures will
increase 15 percent to 20 percent over the next
decade as a result of the Administration’s global
warming regulations.” Other economic consequenc-
es of the Administration’s war on affordable energy
over the next two decades are estimated to be:

B An overall annual average shortfall of nearly
400,000 American jobs, including an average
manufacturing shortfall of over 200,000 jobs;

g A total income loss of more than $30,000 for a
family of four; and

B An aggregate U.5. gross domestic product (GDP)
loss of over $2.5 trillion.

The same holds true for the rest of the world.
Because of the abundance and affordability of coal,

15, While energy-efiiciency regulations date back to the 1970s, the Obama Administration has increased the stringency of the standards.

16, UNFCCC, "Party: United States of America—Intended Nationally Determinad Contribution.”

17, UNRIC Brussels, United Nations Regional Information Centre (UNRIC), “Questions to Christiana Figueras on COP21," Europa, November 2, 2015,

hitps.Zeuropa.eu/eyd2015/an/unric/posts/guestions-cristina-figures-cop2l {accessed June 1, 2016).

18, Institute for Energy Res

earch, Fossil Fuels, hitp/instituteforenergyresearch.org/topics/encyclopedia/fossil-fuels/ (accassed May 13, 20763,

19, Kevin D. Dayaratna, Nicolas D. Loris, and David W. Kreutzer, "Consaguences of Paris Protocol Devastating Economic Costs, Essentially Zare
Environmental Benefits,” Heritage Foundation Backgrounder No. 3080, April 13, 2016, htip//www.heritage.crg /research/reports/2016/04/

consequi

nees-of-paris-protocol-devastating-aconomic-costs-essentially-zero-environmental-benefits,
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oil, and natural gas, the International Energy Agen-
¢y projects that carbon-emitting conventional fuels
will provide 75 percent of the world’s energy needs
in 2040.% Reducing access to these natural resourc-
es will de-develop industrialized nations and retard
development in China, India, Africa, the Middle
East, and Southeast Asia (where much of the energy
growth is projected to occur), and impede efforts to
attain higher living standards in both developed and
developing economies,

Costs to Taxpavers. Taxpayers have paid tens
of billions of dollars in climate financing for direct
grants, development finance, and export credit.
From 2010 to 2014, the federal government spent
$12.5 billion on these initiatives.” The amount the
U.5. spent gver the 20102012 period was more than
six times higher than previous years and represent-
ed nearly one-quarter of the entire amount commit-
ted by developing countries.*

In November 2014, President Obama also pledged
to commit $3 billion to the Green Climate Fund, an
international fund established within the frame-
work of the UNFCCC, to “promote the paradigm
shift towards low-emission and climate-resilient
development pathways by providing support to devel-
oping countries to limit or reduce their greenhouse
gas emissions and to adapt to the impacts of climate
change.”? The Administration and proponents of
the Green Climate Fund have repeatedly called for
contributions of $100 billion per year in public and
private financing from the United States and other
countries to combat climate change. In March 2016,
the Chama Administration made a $500 million pay-
ment to the Green Climate Fund despite Congress
never having authorized the funding.* This fund-

ing was taken from a bilateral assistance account
that could have been used for programs to combat
the Zikavirus. The Obama Administration has since
asked Congress to provide additional emergency
funding because Zika poses a health threat both
domestically and internationally.®

Market-Distorting Effects. More damaging
than the direct costs to the taxpayer, however, are
the distortionary effects these climate regulations
and finance programs have on the economy. For
instance, the purpose of the Green Climate Fund
is to use public money to leverage private-sector
financing. No matter the mechanism, government
financing programs siphon private capital invest-
ment out of the market and dictate where that
money is spent. Projects with a government stamp-
of-approval draw increased private-sector invest-
ments, taking money away from other potential
investments. This government finger on the scale
distorts market signals and skews how investors
view risk and reward, leading to opportunity costs
and misallocation of labor and capital that nega-
tively impact the market.?

Examining the Premise for Action:
The State of Climate Science

One could argue that such economic hardship is
acceptable if, as a result, the worst impacts of glob-
al warming are avoided. With each passing annu-
al meeting, the UN. has emphasized the urgency
and severity of the threat of climate change. Its cli-
mate models have projected catastrophic warming,
dangerous sea level rising, and more frequent and
intense natural disasters centuries into the future.
But climate realities tell a different story.

20. International Energy Agency, "World Energy Outlook 2015, Executive Summary,” hitps//www.iea.org/Textbase/npsum/WEG2015SUM.pdf

(accessed May 13, 20163,

21, U.S. Department of State, "Mobilizing Climate Finance,”

(accessed May 13, 20163,
22, ibid.

December 2015, hitp.,/www.state.gov/e/ces/climate/faststart/index.him

23. The Green Climate Fund, http www. gclund.org/about /the-fund html (accessed May 13, 2016).

24. Suzanne Goldenberg, “Obama Administration Pays Qut $500m to Climate Change Project,” The Guardian, March 7, 2016,

hitp/Awww.theguardian.com/environment/2016/mar/07/cbama-adminisiration-pays-out-500m-to-climate-change-project

(accessed May 13, 2016).

25. Senator james Lankford, “Obama Raided $500M for Zikato F

ance UN's Grean Climate Fund,” Daily Signal, May 23, 2016,

http./dailysignal.com/2016,/05/23/obama-raided-500m-for-zika-to-finance-uns-grean-climate-fund/ (accessed May 25, 2016).

26. Nicolas D. Loris, "Examining the Depariment of Energy’s Loan Portfolin,” testimony before the Subcommittee on Energy and Subcommittes on

Ovarsight, Commitiee on Science, Space and Technology, U.S. House of Represantatives, March 3, 20186,

hitp www.heritage.org research/testimony/examining-the-

department-of-energys-toan-portiolio.
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General agreement exists (though not unanim-
ity?"}, even among climatologists commonly labeled
as skeptics or “deniers,” that the Earth has warmed
moderately over the past 60 vears and that some
portion of that warming can be attributed to man-
made CO, emissions. However, absolutely no con-
sensus exists that temperatures are increasing at an
accelerating rate, that the planet is on a path toward
a climate catastrophe, or that man-made emissions
are the dominant cause of warming.® Climatolo-
gists differ on the various causes of climate change,
the rate at which the earth is warming, the effect of
man-made emissions on warming, the most accu-
rate climate data and temperature sets to use, and
the accuracy of climate models projecting decades
and centuries into the future.” Furthermore, poli-
cymakers and proponents of GHG regulations rou-
tinely ignore the benefits of increased CO, emissions
into the atmosphere and of a warmer world.

The fact of the matter is that observed climate
data, failed climate projections, and inaccurate cli-
mate models provide enough reason to guestion
calls for immediate domestic or international action
on global warming,

As to how best to define, let alone measure,

“extreme” weather as it relates to global warming
impacts, the U.Ns Intergovernmental Panel on

Climate Change (IPCC) is inconclusive.” Extreme
weather events are a poor metric for measuring glob-
al warming given the limited data, since extreme
events are exactly that—out of the ordinary. Data
sets are often far too limited to make many meaning-
ful conclusions; data goes back only as far as the late
1800s with earlier records often being less sophisti-
cated and less thorough.” That said, the IPCC and
analysis provided by the U5, National Climatic Data
Center conclude that there are no significant trends
for floods, droughts, hurricanes, or tornadoes.®
Perhaps one of the most glaring problems is the
inaccuracy of the temperature increase project-

UNFCCC relies for its recommendations to policy-
malers. Many errors could account for the failure
of the models to predict actual temperatures accu-
rately. One such disagreement is the different equi-
librium climate sensitivity (ECS) estimates. ECS
distributions attempt to quantify the earth’s tem-
perature response to CO, emissions by measuring
how the earth’s temperature changes from a dou-
bling of CO, in the atmosphere. More recent analysis
from a number of climatologists estimates that the
ECS is about 2 degrees Celsius, much lower than the
3.3 degrees Celsius projected by the climate reports
supported by the IPCC.*

27, See, forinstance

i

on Ovarsight, Envi

hitpAwww.epw.senate.gov/public/_cache/files/415bScde-e664-4628-8fh5-2e358
(accessed May 4, 20163, and Bart Strengers, Bart Verheggen, and Kees Vringer, "Climate Science Survey: (Ques
Netherlands Environmental Assessment Agency,” April 10, 2015, hitp/Awww.pblnl/sites/default files/cms/publicaties/phi-201

ronment and Public Works Committee, LS. Senate, February 25

Patrick Moore, "Natural Resource Adaptation: Protecting Ecosystems and Economies,” testimony before the Subcommittee

g

197d03/2251dhearingwitnesstestimonymoore. pdf

tions and Answers,” PBL

5-climate-

science-survey-guestions-and-responses_01731.pdf (accessed March 15, 2016).

28. Richard McNider and John Christy, "Why Kerry Is Flat Wrong on Climate Change,” The Wall Street Journal, February 19, 2014,
http. Sonlinewsi.com/mews/articies/SR100014240527023039457045793215611041331266 7 mg =renobd-wsi&url=htip%3A%2F%2ZFonline.
wsj.com%2Farticie%%2FSBI0001424052702303945704579391611041331266 . html (accessed May 13, 2016).

29, Claude Allegre et al., "Concerned Sciantists Reply on Global Warming: The Authors of the Jan. 27 Wall Street Journal op-ed, 'No Need to Panic

about Global Warming, Respond to Their Critics,” The Wall Street Journal, February 21, 2012,
http fwwwaws).com/articles/SB100C14240529702030460045772132440844 29540 (accessed May 12, 2016).

30, Kreutzer et al, "The State of Climate Science: No lustification for Extreme Policies”

31 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, "Managing the Risks of Extrame Events and Disasters to Advance Climate Change Adaption,”
United Nations, p. 124, http /fwww.ipcc-wg2 gov/SREX /imagesuploads/SREX-AlL_FINAL pdf (accessed May 13, 2016).
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Atmospheric CO27?7" Center for the Study of Carbon Dioxide and Global Change, September 10, 2014,
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http./www.coZscience.org /education/reporis/exiremewx/extremewx.pdf (accessed May 13, 20163

34. Paul Knappenbarger and Patrick Michaels, "Climate Models' Tendency to Simulate Too Much Warming and the IPCC's Attempt to Cover That
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Another problem is the UNFCCC’s approach. The
framework’s principles emphasize:

Where there are threats of serious or irreversible
damage, lack of full scientific certainty should
not be used as a reason for postponing such mea-
sures, taking into account that policies and mea-
sures to deal with climate change should be cost-
effective so as to ensure global benefits at the
lowest possible cost.®

This is the so-called precautionary principle—

climate change. However, this is sloppy reasoning
and ignores the costs, risks, and unintended con-
sequences of decarbonizing the world. Affordable,
reliable, and widely available energy is essential
to addressing poverty and unlocking opportunity
and prosperity.

The UNFCCC Is an Unworkable,
Ineffective Approach—Even if Global
Warming Is as Problematic as the IPCC
Projects

U.N. climate conferences have become increas-
ingly irrelevant, in large part because the approach
taken is umworkable. International negotiations
have centered on placing the economic burden of
addressing climate change on a few dozen devel-
oped countries while asking little or nothing from
more the 150 developing countries. But the primary
source of GHG emissions is increasingly the devel-
oping world, most notably from large developing
economies such as China and India.

Even if the U.5. cut 100 percent of its CO, emis-
sions it would not make a significant difference in
projected global warming. Using the same climate
sensitivity (which is arguably higher than real-
ity} as the IPCC assumes in its modeling, the world

would only be 0.137 degrees Celsius cooler by 2100 if
the U.5. cut its CO, emissions by 100 percent. If the
entire industrialized world cut its CO, emissions by
100 percent it would avert warming by only 0.278
degrees Celsius by the turn of the century.®

Using the IPCC’s own assumptions, to have a
meaningful impact on global temperatures, any
agreement would require significantly reduced
emissions from both developed and developing
countries. Such a course would be economically dev-
astating, however, and was one reason why Canada
pulled out of the Kyoto Protocol, and why Japan,
Russia, and Canada have said they would not com-
mit to a new treaty with binding commitments to
reduce emissions.””

Proponents of an international agreement and
the UNFCCC point to China and India’s commit-
ment to reduce CO, emissions as evidence that the
developing world is serious about such reductions.
For example, China agreed to peak its GHG emis-
sions by 2030. Non-binding promises to cuf emis-
sions 14 years from now are a small price to pay for
continuing the status quo. In fact, China has been
grossly underreporting its CO, emissions and use of
coal. According to a November 2015 article from The
New York Times:

China, the world's leading emitter of greenhouse
gases from coal, has been burning up to 17 per-
cent more coal a year than the government previ-
ously disclosed, according to newly released data.
The finding could complicate the already difficult
efforts to limit global warming. Even for a coun-
try of China’s size, the scale of the correction is
immense. The sharp upward revision in official
figures means that China has released much
more carbon dioxide—almost a billion more tons
a year according fo initial calculations—than
previously estimated.®

35, United Mations Framework Convention on Climate Change, Article 3 Principles, https /unfcec.int /resource/docs/convkp/conveng. pdf

(accessed May 13, 2016).

36. Paul C. Knappenberger and Patrick I Michaels, "Current Wisdom: We Calculate, You Decide: A Handy-Dandy Carbon Tax Temperature-

Savings Calculator” Cato At Liberty, July 23, 2073, hitp /Awww.cato.org/blog /current-wisdom-we-calculate-you-decide-handy-dandy-

carbon-tax-temperature-savings-calculator (accessad May 13, 2016).

37. Patrick Michaels and Paul C. "Chip” Knappenberger, "We Calculate, You Decide: A Handy-Dandy Carbon Tax Temperature-Savings Calculator”

Cato Institute, june 23, 2013, http.fwww.cato.org/blog/current-wisdom-we-calculate-you-decide-handy-dandy-carbon-tax-temperature-

savings-calculator (accessed June 1, 20163
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http fwww.nytimes.com/2015/1/04 /worid/asia/china-burns-much-more-coal-than-reperted-complicating-climate-talks.html?_r=0

(accessed May 13, 2016).
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What are the odds that China will be more forth-
right and transparent in the future when accuracy
could have an actual impact? Further, China's refus-
al to address its current severe air and water quality
problems, neither of which has anything to do with
reducing GHG emissions, should raise serious con-
cerns as to whether China will follow through with
any commitment.

China’s improved standards of living have been
accomplished through the use of CO -emitting
conventional energy. China’s GDP per capita has
increased from a little more than $300 in 1990 to
nearly $7,000 today.® This growth is impressive,
but China’s per capita GDP is still a fraction of the
developed world’s. Decarbonization would hinder
China’s economic growth, which is why authori-
ties have resisted calls to restrict GHG emissions in
previous agreements. China is unlikely to honor its
promises in 2030 if it would hamper continued eco-
nomic growth.

India’s pledged cuts are similarly dubious.
Indiarecentlyvowed to cutits carbon intensity by 33
percent to 35 percent by 2030.%° However, roughly
22 percent of Indians still do not have access to elec-
tricity.® Domestic political pressures to increase
access to electricity and living standards are going
to be far more pressing than international promises
to make GHG emissions cuts.

Closer inspection, however, reveals that India
has already incorporated this reality into its pledge.
The promised reductions are not for CO, emissions,
but for cuts in the ratio of CO, emissions to GDP, i.e.,
emissions intensity. This ratio will go down so long
as CO, emissions rise less rapidly than GDP. For
example, the carbon intensity of the U.5. economy
dropped by more than 45 percent between 1981 and
2011 even as CO, emissions rose 18 percent.”

India’s GDP is projected to rise from $1.15 trillion

in 2005 (the base year for India’s promised cuts) to
$6.9 trillion in 2030." Over the same span CO, emis-
sions are projected to rise from 1.2 gigatons (GD
to 3.8 Gt.** Simple division shows that the CO, inten-
sity in 2005 was 1.05 Gt per trillion dollars and that
it is expected to drop to 0.577 Gt per trillion dollars
in 2030. Therefore, projections for India’s GDP and
CO, emissions combine to predict that a business-
as-usual scenario {one without any policies beyond
those currently in place) will lead to a 45 percent
reduction in India’s carbon intensity by 2030. The
promised cuts are 33 percent to 35 percent. In other
words, if India does nothing at all, it is likely to more
than meet its “bold commitment.”

Proponents of the UNFCCC too guickly ignore
the threats that exist with proposals limiting CO,
emissions. The risks associated with poverty and
importance of energy to alleviating those risks are
much more clear, imminent, and solvable than the
risks associated with carbon-emitting energy sourc-
es” impact on global warming. The focus for China,
India, and the rest of the developing world should
be promoting economic development and introduc-
ing economic freedom. Increasing access to afford-
able, dependable energy is a critical component of
improving human well-being in these countries,
Growing economically will equip citizens with the
resources to combat future challenges, whether they
are climate-related or not.

Withdraw and Prohibit Funding

In summary, (1) considerable debate remains
about the reliability of climate predictions; (2) pro-
posed actions will be ineffective in actually achiev-
ing the results regarded as necessary; and (8) the
economic costs far outstrip the benefits. However,
there are also political factors that should be taken
into account.

w
0

(accessed May 13, 2016).

The World Bank, GDP Per Capita (Current US$) Data Series, 2014, http /dataworidbank.org/indicator/NY.GDPPCAPCD

40, Karl Ritter and Katy Daigl, "India Vows to Cut Carbon Intensity, Boost Renewable Energy in Pledge for Paris Climate Talks,” U.S. News & World
Report, October 2, 2015, hitp Awww.usnews.com/news/world/articles/2015/10/02 /india-vows-to-cut-carbon-intensity-in-paris-pledge

(accassed May 13, 20163,

41 The World Bank, Access to Electricity (96 of Population), http/dataworidbank org /indicator/EG.ELCATCS.ZS (accessed May 13, 2016).

42, LS. Energy Information Administration, International Energy Statistics, http./Awww.eia.gov/clapps/ipdbproject/iedindex3.cfm?tid=918&pid=4
6&aid=31&cid=regions&syid=1981&eyid =2 0N&unit=MTCDPUSD (accessed May 13, 2016).

43, thid.

44, The World Bank, CO2Z Emissions {(Metric Tons per Capita), hitp/dataworidbank org/indicator/EN. ATM.COZE.PC?page =1

(accessed May 13, 2016).
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President Obama has misused the existing
UNFCCC framework, treating it as avehicle to avoid
his constitufional obligation to seek advice and con-
sent from the U.5. Senate. Indeed, the Administra-
tions peosition regarding the Paris Agreement is
particularly alarming for two reasons: (1) The agree-
ment has all the hallmarks of a treaty that should
be submitied to the Senate for its advice and con-
sent under Articie 11, Section 2 of the U.S. Consti-
tution; and (2} the agreement contains targets and
timetables for emissions reductions and, as such,
the Administration’s failure to submit it to the Sen-
ate breaches a commitment made by the executive
branch to the Senate in 1992 in regard to ratification
of the UNFCCC*

In addition, on December 18, 2015, the Palestin-
ian Authority deposited its instrument of accession
to the UNFCCC. In accordance with Article 23(2)
of the treaty, the Palestinians officially became the
197th party to the UNFCCC on March 17, 2016—
ninety days after depositing their instrument of
accession.®® As was the case when the Palestinians
joined the United Nations Educational, Scientific
and Cultural Organization (UNESCQO) in 2011, this
event should trigger aU.S8. law prohibiting any future
U.S. funding to the UNFCCCY

However, the Obama Administration has sig-
naled its intent to continue funding based on the
absurd argument that the UNFCCC is a treaty,
not an international organization.”® In fact, the
UNFCCC is a treaty-based international organiza-
tion, just like the United Nations and UN. special-
ized agencies. The Framework Convention is the
founding legal document upon which the organiza-
tion and its structure are based. The organization

4

has an executive secretary, employs “around 500
people” according to its website, and has permanent
subsidiary bodies.”

To address these and other
gress should:

concerns, Con-

e Insist that U.S. law prohibiting funding to
international organizations that admit the
Palestinian Authority as a member state is
strictly observed. The purpose of U.5. member-
ship in international organizations is to advance
American interests. When a U.N. body threatens
kev U.S. interests, the U.S. should send a clear sig-
nal about the ramifications of such action. End-
ing U.5. financial support to UN. organizations
that grant membership to the Palestinians would
be an effective signal. If the U.5. ignores or oth-
erwise weakens its own laws to allow U.S. contri-
butions despite Palestinian membership, the U.S.
would effectively encourage these organizations
to admit the Palestinians as a member.

e Zero out funding for the UNFCCC. It is clear
that the UNFCCC is an international organiza-
tion affiliated with the U.N. and, therefore, 1.5,
funding should be barred after the Palestin-
ian accession. Nonetheless, the Administration
appears determined fo provide funding. Con-
gress should respond by providing no funding
for, and barring transfer of any funds to, the
UNFCCC and its related entities.

8 Prohibit funding for international climate
programs. Large wealth transfers in the name
of addressing global warming, like those sought

IS
IS
L

teven Groves, "Paris Climate Promise: A Bad Deal for America,” testimony before the Committes on Science, Space, & Technology, U.S. House of

Representatives, February 2, 2016, hitp //www . heritage.org fresearch freports/2016 /02 /paris-climate-promise-a-bad-deal-for-america.

46. Unitad Nations Treaty Collection, “United Nation:
hitps Ztreaties.un.org /pages/ViewDetailsliLaspx?src=
(accessed May 13, 2016).

Framework Convention on Climate Change,”
TREATY&mitdsg_no=XXVH-7&chapter=27&Temp=mtdsg3&lang=en

47, US. Code Title 22, Section 287« states: "The United States shall not make any voluntary or assessed contribution: {13 to any affiliated
organization of the United Nations which grants full membership as a state to any organization or group that does not have the internationally
recognized atiributes of statehood, or (2) to the United Nations, if the United Nations grants full membership as a state in the United Nations
{0 any organization or group that does not have the internationally recognized attributes of statehood, during any period in which such
membershin is effective.” (Adented as Public Law 103-236 in 1994.) See Brett Schaefer and Steven Groves, “US Law Should Now Prohibit
Funding to UN Climate Change Convention,” Daily Signal, March 24, 2016,
http./dailysignal.com/2016,/03/24/us-law-should-now-prohibit-funding-to-un-climate-change-convention/.

48, Schaefer and Groves, “US Law Should Now Prohibit Funding to UN Climate Change Convention.”

49, UNFCCC, "Who We Are” http Hunfcoc.int/secretariat/items/1629.php {accessed May 13, 2016), and UNFCCC, "Badies,”

hitp Aunfcccint/bodies/items/5241.php {accessed May 13, 2016).
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by President Obama for the Green Climate Fund,
waste taxpayer money and funnel public dol-
lars to politically connected companies. They
also create artificial pressure to shift away from
cheaper, more reliable conventional fuels to more
expensive intermittent technologies that cannot
survive without public financing. Americans and
citizens around the world will pay a steep price
for a government-driven transition away from
conventional sources of energy.

Some actions require cooperative efforts between
the legislative and executive branches. Specifically,
Congress should work with the next Administra-
tion to:

g Clarify and, to the extent possible, codify
the treaty process. Which international agree-
ments constitute treaties requiring Senate advice
and consent in accordance with Article 11 of the
Constitution is often subject to dispute. This
uncertainty is demonstrated by the debates over
whether the Paris Agreement on climate change
and the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action on
the Iran nuclear program constitute treaties.
This uncertainty persists despite internal regu-
lations adopted by the State Department, origi-
nally in 1955 and updated most recently in 2006,
known as the Circular 175 (C-175) procedure.®
The C-175 procedure lays out eight factors for
determining whether an international agree-
ment should be negotiated as a treaty, which is
subject to Senate advice and consent, or as an
international agreement other than a treaty.®
Congress should examine past practice on how
various subjects have been freated historically
(treaty, execufive agreement, or congressional-
executive agreement) and specify the issues or

context that should mandate consideration of
international agreements as treaties under Arti-
cle I1. Once such a review is complete, Congress
should then press the next Administration fo
update and modernize the C-175 procedure in
order to restore its original role as an effective
mechanism for distinguishing various forms of
international commitments. Congress should
also explore legislative solutions to clarifying the
treaty-making process in the future.

Finally, the next Administration should:

Withdraw from the UNFCCC. U.S. law should
prohibit funding for the UNFCCC now that
the Palestinian Authority has been allowed to
accede o the treaty. Unfortunately, the organi-
zation will continue to expect the U.5. to pay its
assessment regardless of legal restrictions pro-
hibiting such payments. Thus, in addition to pol-
icy reasons for withdrawal, the U.S. should do
s0 to avoid an accumulation of arrears and dis-
abuse the UNFCCC of the idea that U.S. funding
will resume. Article 25 of the Framework Con-
vention says that any party can withdraw from
the Convention three vears after the framework
has entered into force by submitting a written
notice to the Depositary.® The Depositary is
the Secretary-General of the United Nations,®
Doing so would withdraw the U.S. from any pro-
tocol to which it is a party and would enter into
force one year after the Depositary receives
the notification of withdraw. Withdrawal from
an international organization is an executive
branch power. The current Administration is
committed fo the UNFCCC; it will be up to the
next White House £o take this action.

50. U.S. Department of State, "11 FAM 723.3 Considerations for Selecting Among Constitutionally Authorized Procedures,” Foreign Affairs Manual,

(accassed May 13, 20163,

the ag tended to affec

by the

degree of formality desired for an ag

reament is
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“ongress; (4) past U.S. practi

51, Specifically, the eight factors are: (1) the extent to which the agreement involves commitments or risks affecting the nation as a whole; (2) whether
ate laws, (3) whether the agreement can be given effect without the enaciment of subsequent legisiation

: a5 to similar agreements; (5) the praference of the Congress as to a particular type of agreement; (6) the
ament; (73 the proposed duration of the agreement, the need for prompt conclusion of an agreement, and

the desirability of concluding a routine or short-term agreement; and (8) the general infernational practice as to similar agreements.

52. The United Nations, "United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change,” 1992,

https./unfccc.int Ailes/essential_background/background_publications_htmlipdf/application/pdf/conveng. pdf {accessed May 13, 2016).

o
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ibid.
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Conclusion

Withdrawing from the UNFCCC is a right-
ful admission that the widespread international
approach is costly, ineffective, and unworkable. 1t
would also avoid likely U.S. arrears to the UNFCCC
in the future as current law should prohibit U.S.
financial contributions to the organization after
the Palestinian Authority formally acceded to
the treaty in March 2016, Withdrawing from the
UNFCCC will not preclude the U.S. from studying
climate change, understanding the risks, and work-
ing with a smaller group of nations through infor-
mal arrangements to undertake appropriate steps.
It would, however, prevent a future Administration
from abusing the existing UNFCCC framework asa
vehicle for asserting commitments on behalf of the
U.S. in a manner that avoids Senate advice and con-
sent in the treaty process.

—Nicolas D. Loris is Herbert and Joyce Morgan
Feliow in the Thomas A. Roe Institute for Economic
Policy Studies, of the Institute for Economic Freedom
and Opportunity, at The Heritage Foundation.
Brett D. Schaefer is Jay Kingham Senior Research
Fellow Fellow in International Regulatory Affairs
in the Margaret Thatcher Center for Freedom. of
the Kathryn and Shelby Cullom Davis Institute for
National Security and Foreign Policy. at The Heritage
Foundation. Steven Groves is Bernard and Barbara
Lomas Senior Research Fellow in the Thaicher Center.
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Section 115 — how it would work:

e An EPA finding that GHGs contribute to climate change that endangers public health in a
foreign country.
o This is not as much of a threat under this administration, but would be under a
future Obama-like administration.
e Establishment of Reciprocity or proof that two countries allow each other similar
authority to regulate emissions.
o Environmentalists argue that the Paris Agreement satisfies this element.
e Once both provisions are met, an Obama-like EPA could force states to address GHG
emissions through existing implementation processes.
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Final Paris Points

The 26 to 28% percent reduction commitment by the previous administration is an
effective baseline for action under the Paris Agreement: The US Nationally Determined
Contribution (NDC) characterized the commitments as the first step in a “long range, collective
effort to transition to a low-carbon global economy as rapidly as possible.”

e The US NDC makes clear that the goal is to reach a “deep, economy-wide emission
reduction of 80% or more by 2050.”

¢ “Ratcheting Up” Provision: Paris Agreement parties are required to submit a new commitment
every five years starting in 2020 reflective of the “ratcheting up” provision that requires
commitments to be more ambitious than the previous submission. There is no provision that allows
for reduced commitments.

The Green Climate Fund is intimately connected to the Paris Agreement: The Paris
Agreement does not explicitly refer to the GCF for one strategic reason — to avoid the U.S.
Senate. Yet, the Agreement is structured to include the GCF by referencing the overarching
“Convention”.

e As one international consultant firm explained in February 2016: “The reason both
quantitative targets are missing from the actual Agreement is a pragmatic one — in doing
so the COP has enabled the US President to adopt the Agreement as ‘sole-executive
agreement’ under US law, without the requirement for the US Senate to approve.”!

e The relationship is captured in Article 9.8 of the Agreement, which recognizes that “the

Financial Mechanism of the Convention, including its operating entities, shall serve as
the financial mechanism of this Agreement.”

e The Green Climate Fund is one of the main operating entities under the United Nations
Convention on Climate Change, which is the overarching treaty ratified by US in 1992.

Paris Agreement creates legal exposure and an obligation to regulate: Staying in Paris leaves
in place a mechanism by which environmentalists and Obama’s activist judges could compel the
EPA to put in place a future Clean Power Plan or worse.

e Even if the US NDC commitment is reduced, it still compels regulatory action covering
top greenhouse gas (GHG) emitters in this country. The Clean Power Plan was step one
and covered power plants. Environmentalists hoped to use the Clean Power Plan as a
template for action covering refineries, chemical plants, cement plants and every
industrial sector in the U.S.

e Further, environmentalists hope to use the Paris Agreement to trigger Section 115 of
the Clean Air Act. The architects of the Cap and Trade legislation that failed in
Congress created a “Pitch Document” laying out their plan.

e Prior to the elections environmentalists and democrats were candid about the Paris
Agreement and Section 115:

1 Climate Focus, “Green Climate Fund and the Paris Agreement, February 2016, available at: [ HYPERLINK
"hitp://www.climatefocus.com/sites/default/files/GCF%20and%20Paris%20Brief%202016.new_.pdf" ]
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Final Paris Points

o Former Sierra Club General Counsel in June 2016: "It is the silver bullet de jour
of the enviros, and they are dead serious about this.”

This is not an either or situation — Getting out of Paris allows us to renegotiate a better
deal: Getting out of Paris does not limit future conversations with the same international parties
about a better deal or approach to climate. We will still have a seat at the table.

- The U.S. is the best in the world at balancing sound stewardship of our environment with
economic growth and job creation.

- Carbon dioxide emissions are to pre-1994 levels and we lead the world in energy
extraction innovations as apparent by the natural gas boom.

- Paris to Pittsburgh - Americans should not apologize for its successes, but continue to
advance and share them with the rest of the world.
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Message

From: Konkus, John [konkus.john@epa.gov]

Sent: 4/28/2017 12:16:20 AM

To: EPA Jahan Wilcox [jahanwilcoxepa@gmail.com]

cC: Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Freire, JP [Freire. JP@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov];
Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]

Subject: Re: The First 100 Days — EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt Interview

Perfect performance.

John Konkus

Environmental Protection Agency

Deputy Associate Administrator for Public Affairs
Mobile: (202) 365-9250

On Apr 27,2017, at 8:11 PM, EPA Jahan Wilcox <jahanwilcoxepa@gmail.com> wrote:

The First 100 Days — EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt Interview

hitp//imms.tveves.com/transcript.asp?StationlD=130&Date Time=4/27/2017%207:30:32%20PM&playclip=tr
ue

SANDRA SMITH: how now a man involved in those discussions environmental protection agency
administrator scott prosecute, in fact, in fact, mr. pruitt, you were in conversations with the president today
any changes or any developments there?

ADMINISTRATOR SCOTT PRUITT: no, sandra. and the discussion continues. and you're right. there were
discussions today at the white house with respect to this issue of paris. i think the point that needs to be
made initially is that the co 2 discussion, having a see at the table, american leadership if you will on co 2
reduction. we are at pre1994 levels right nowen in 0. n this country on co 2 footprints because of
technology deployed here reduced our carbon emissions. china, russia, independent i can't, those
countries across the globe have not had similar commitments. what paris represents is a front loading of
cost for this country. a contraction of our own economy while those countries continue to pollute and not
take steps that we have taken already.

SMITH: so is there any changes, a more moderate approach to this agreement that would, in your opinion,
allow you to stay in the - allow us to stay in the agreement and not leave it entirely?

ADMINISTRATOR PRUITT: well, the paris accord and the paris agreement one, should have been treated
at as a treaty, it's something that this country, the clean power plan, the regulatory response of the past
e.p.a. was in response, to the climate action plan in paris think are inextrickably linked. as such we have
front loaded those costs, san draft what we should be talking about is how we export innovation and
technology that we have already deployed here to places like china and india to get accountability with
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respect to our footprint. the clean power plan represented a 2.5 trillion-dollar reduction in gross domestic
product in 10 year period. 2-million-dollar compliance. up to 400,000 jobs annually. this is something that
we're doing taking steps now when we are already at pre194 levels. that's a bad business deal for this
country.

SMITH: the reason i ask you if there is any more moderate approach that could be between on this while
still being in it there seems to be. i'm thinking on this rex tillerson, the secretary of state who used to run
exxon mobil during confirmation hearings shed we should have a seat at the table that seat can continue,
san draft that's something we should do. in fact, the secretary of state and i talked about that we are a part
of the un at ccc. a seat at the table.

ADMINISTRATOR PRUITT: that discussion can continue it needs to be reset and focused on america first
strategy to make sure our interests are add van advanced in that international discussion and not sacrificed
with respect to our economy in relation to china and india and other nations what's interesting about the
green climate fund, for example, the fund that followed and was part of the paris discussion, $100 billion of
moneys to be committed by the year 2020 if we kept our current funding commitments we have already
made, we would be providing almost 20% of all funding internationally, taxpayers in this country while china
and india and russia pay career. that's a continuation of america last, america second type of strategy that
the previous administration used on issues like this. that has to change. i appreciate the president's
leadership in those areas.

SMITH: mr. pruitt, we have to leave it there but thank you for coming on tonight.

ADMINISTRATOR PRUITT: thank you.
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Message

From: Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/9/2017 8:53:49 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln
[ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: DRAFT: Item 3 For The Paris Plan

He and | discussed — he is working on a social media search and potential columnists to pitch.

From: Bowman, Liz

Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2017 4:51 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>; Ferguson, Lincoln <ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy
<graham.amy@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: DRAFT: Item 3 For The Paris Plan

The only thing | would delete is the first sentence about the cancelling the meeting — | just don’t know if it's
necessary. We also need to bring Konkus into this somehow....I think he could be helpful, especially in social
media, etc. We can get some influencers to tweet stuff about getting out of Paris and/or retweeting things.

From: Wilcox, Jahan

Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2017 4:27 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman. Liz@epa.gov>; Ferguson, Lincoln <fsrzusondinceln@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy
<graham.amy@epa.pov>

Subject: DRAFT: item 3 For The Paris Plan

Attached and below is a draft pitch for conservatives that we will use for item 3 of our plan.

DRAFT PITCH
Topic: Nobody Is Working Harder To Kill Paris Than Pruitt

Off-the-record, yesterday for the second time President Trump cancelled a meeting with cabinet officials
regarding the Paris Agreement.

As a reminder, last year President Trump said he would “cancel” the Paris climate agreement. Since that time
there has been internal discussion on this matter and EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt has been leading the
charge to get us out of the agreement.

On April 14, 2017 Pruitt was the first cabinet official to say we should exit Paris. Then a few weeks later he
followed that up by saying the agreement is a bad business deal for this country.

Additionally, in my opinion, the people who want to stay in Paris will never support President Trump. So the
decision to stay in Paris would only appease those who will never be helpful, while angering the conservative

base.

With President Trump set to make a decision later this month, curious if you'd be interested in writing that
nobody is working harder to get out of the Paris Agreement, then Scott Pruitt.

RESEARCH BULLETS ...
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Trump Promised Conservatives That He Would Cancel The Paris Agreement ...

Donald Trump promised if he was elected he would cancel the Paris Agreement. “He railed against
‘draconian climate rules’ and said he would ‘cancel’ the Paris climate agreement and withdraw any funding for
United Nations programs related to global warming.” (MSNEL, 05/26/16)

Scott Pruitt Is Leading The Charge To Leave Paris And Was the First Cabinet Official To Say We Should Exit
From The Paris ...

EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt was the first cabinet official to explicitly say that we should exit from the
Paris Agreement. “President Trump’s top environment official called for an “exit” from the historic Paris
agreement Thursday, the first time such a high-ranking administration official has so explicitly disavowed the
agreement endorsed by nearly 200 countries to fight climate change.” {The Washington Post, 04/14/17)

Pruitt’s fierce opposition increases the likelihood that President Trump pulls out of the Paris agreement.
“Pruitt’s comments increase the likelihood the U.S. will pull out of the agreement, which requires
governments to present national plans to reduce emissions to limit global temperature rise, as well as
regularly report on their progress.” (Breitbart, 04/14/17)

Pruitt has called the Paris Agreement a bad deal for the United States. “Environmental Protection Agency
Administrator Scott Pruitt said on ‘The First 100 Days; tonight the United States should exit the Paris climate
agreement because it's a "bad business deal" for America.”

Pruitt outlined why the Paris Agreement was bad by showing how our costs were front-loaded. “Pruitt said
the U.S. "front-loaded" our costs under the Paris accord, while countries like China, Russia and India can
continue to pollute and not take steps that our country already has. He noted that U.S. carbon dioxide
emissions are at pre-1994 levels, thanks to innovation and technology.” (Fox Mews, 04/27/17)

Pruitt knows that the Paris Agreement puts us a different playing field than China and India. “Pruitt also
called the Paris Agreement, an international accord aimed at mitigating the impacts of climate change, ‘a bad
deal.’ He said it puts the United States on a different playing field than developing countries like China and
India.” (CHBC, 03/09/17)

Pruitt believes the Paris Agreement should have gone through the proper process of Senate confirmation.
“| happen to think the Paris accord, the Paris treaty, or the Paris Agreement, if you will, should have been
treated as a treaty, should have gone through senate confirmation. That's a concern,” he said.” (£NBL,
03/09/17)

Instead Paris was negotiated by Obama’s State Department. “The Paris Agreement was negotiated by the
State Department, and future adherence to U.S. commitments made under Obama will be guided by Secretary

Conservatives Are Saying We Should Leave The Paris Agreement ...

Over 40 high profile conservatives including Competitive Enterprise Institute’s Myron Ebell, the Heartland
Institute’s Joseph Bast, Americans for Tax Reform’s Grover Norquist and Heritage’s Michael Needham have
written to President Trump asking him to leave Paris. “Dear Mr. President, We, the undersigned, write in
enthusiastic support of your campaign commitments to withdraw fully from the Paris Climate Treaty and to
stop all taxpayer funding of UN global warming programs. We were heartened by the comments you made at
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your 100-day rally in Harrisburg and agree that the treaty is not in the interest of the American people and the
U. S. should therefore not be a party to it.” (Latier to President Donald Trumyg, 03/08/17)

Brett D. Schaefer a Jay Kingham Fellow in International Regulatory Affairs at the Heritage Foundation says
conservatives should tell President Trump to repudiate the Paris Agreement. “Conservatives should insist
that the President repudiate the Paris Agreement to correct that action alone.” (Fox Mews, 03/15/17)

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan®@epa.gov
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Message

From: Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/9/2017 8:52:17 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: DRAFT: Item 3 For The Paris Plan

FYl -

hitos: fwww eenews nelfeenewsom/ 201 7/05/08 storles /1060054 247

From: Bowman, Liz

Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2017 4:51 PM

To: Wilcox, Jahan <wilcox.jahan@epa.gov>; Ferguson, Lincoln <ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy
<graham.amy@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: DRAFT: Item 3 For The Paris Plan

The only thing | would delete is the first sentence about the cancelling the meeting — | just don’t know if it’s
necessary. We also need to bring Konkus into this somehow....I think he could be helpful, especially in social
media, etc. We can get some influencers to tweet stuff about getting out of Paris and/or retweeting things.

From: Wilcox, Jahan

Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2017 4:27 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman. Lizd@epa.gov>; Ferguson, Lincoln <fergusondincoln@epa.gov>; Graham, Amy
<graham.amy@ena gov>

Subject: DRAFT: Item 3 For The Paris Plan

Attached and below is a draft pitch for conservatives that we will use for item 3 of our plan.

DRAFT PITCH
Topic: Nobody Is Working Harder To Kill Paris Than Pruitt

Off-the-record, yesterday for the second time President Trump cancelled a meeting with cabinet officials
regarding the Paris Agreement.

As a reminder, last year President Trump said he would “cancel” the Paris climate agreement. Since that time
there has been internal discussion on this matter and EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt has been leading the
charge to get us out of the agreement.

On April 14, 2017 Pruitt was the first cabinet official to say we should exit Paris. Then a few weeks later he
followed that up by saying the agreement is a bad business deal for this country.

Additionally, in my opinion, the people who want to stay in Paris will never support President Trump. So the
decision to stay in Paris would only appease those who will never be helpful, while angering the conservative

base.

With President Trump set to make a decision later this month, curious if you’d be interested in writing that
nobody is working harder to get out of the Paris Agreement, then Scott Pruitt.

RESEARCH BULLETS ...
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Trump Promised Conservatives That He Would Cancel The Paris Agreement ...

Donald Trump promised if he was elected he would cancel the Paris Agreement. “He railed against
‘draconian climate rules’ and said he would ‘cancel’ the Paris climate agreement and withdraw any funding for
United Nations programs related to global warming.” (MSNEL, 05/26/16)

Scott Pruitt Is Leading The Charge To Leave Paris And Was the First Cabinet Official To Say We Should Exit
From The Paris ...

EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt was the first cabinet official to explicitly say that we should exit from the
Paris Agreement. “President Trump’s top environment official called for an “exit” from the historic Paris
agreement Thursday, the first time such a high-ranking administration official has so explicitly disavowed the
agreement endorsed by nearly 200 countries to fight climate change.” {The Washington Post, 04/14/17)

Pruitt’s fierce opposition increases the likelihood that President Trump pulls out of the Paris agreement.
“Pruitt’s comments increase the likelihood the U.S. will pull out of the agreement, which requires
governments to present national plans to reduce emissions to limit global temperature rise, as well as
regularly report on their progress.” (Breitbart, 04/14/17)

Pruitt has called the Paris Agreement a bad deal for the United States. “Environmental Protection Agency
Administrator Scott Pruitt said on ‘The First 100 Days; tonight the United States should exit the Paris climate
agreement because it's a "bad business deal" for America.”

Pruitt outlined why the Paris Agreement was bad by showing how our costs were front-loaded. “Pruitt said
the U.S. "front-loaded" our costs under the Paris accord, while countries like China, Russia and India can
continue to pollute and not take steps that our country already has. He noted that U.S. carbon dioxide
emissions are at pre-1994 levels, thanks to innovation and technology.” (Fox Mews, 04/27/17)

Pruitt knows that the Paris Agreement puts us a different playing field than China and India. “Pruitt also
called the Paris Agreement, an international accord aimed at mitigating the impacts of climate change, ‘a bad
deal.’ He said it puts the United States on a different playing field than developing countries like China and
India.” (CHBC, 03/09/17)

Pruitt believes the Paris Agreement should have gone through the proper process of Senate confirmation.
“| happen to think the Paris accord, the Paris treaty, or the Paris Agreement, if you will, should have been
treated as a treaty, should have gone through senate confirmation. That's a concern,” he said.” (£NBL,
03/09/17)

Instead Paris was negotiated by Obama’s State Department. “The Paris Agreement was negotiated by the
State Department, and future adherence to U.S. commitments made under Obama will be guided by Secretary

Conservatives Are Saying We Should Leave The Paris Agreement ...

Over 40 high profile conservatives including Competitive Enterprise Institute’s Myron Ebell, the Heartland
Institute’s Joseph Bast, Americans for Tax Reform’s Grover Norquist and Heritage’s Michael Needham have
written to President Trump asking him to leave Paris. “Dear Mr. President, We, the undersigned, write in
enthusiastic support of your campaign commitments to withdraw fully from the Paris Climate Treaty and to
stop all taxpayer funding of UN global warming programs. We were heartened by the comments you made at
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your 100-day rally in Harrisburg and agree that the treaty is not in the interest of the American people and the
U. S. should therefore not be a party to it.” (Latier to President Donald Trumpg, 03/08/17)

Brett D. Schaefer a Jay Kingham Fellow in International Regulatory Affairs at the Heritage Foundation says
conservatives should tell President Trump to repudiate the Paris Agreement. “Conservatives should insist
that the President repudiate the Paris Agreement to correct that action alone.” (Fox Mews, 03/15/17)

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan®@epa.gov
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Message

From: Freire, JP [Freire.JP@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/10/2017 2:52:30 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln
[ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Wilcox, Jahan [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]; Konkus, John [konkus.jchn@epa.gov]

Subject: Draft media plan for Paris

Attachments: 170428 - Media Plan - DRAFT.docx

Liz mentioned to me that ESP may not want to do press beyond an op-ed on Paris, and certainly he may have been given
that direction and may stick to it. But in case he changes his mind, | pulled this together using the talking points we’d
developed with Mandy just so we have it on hand. Liz, | think you’d mentioned having some supportive statements from
outside groups, and |l include some in the doc, but we can just update it.

JP
J.P. Freire
Associate Administrator for Public Affairs

Environmental Protection Agency
Mobile: (202) 309-6781

ED_013450_00000195-00001



Draft Media Plan: Paris (Withdraw)

Statement: “President Trump has made good on his campaign promise: This White House is putting America first on the
global stage. America has nothing to apologize for given our strong record of environmental leadership, and we will
continue to find ways to lead the world in effectively managing and caring for our natural resources.”

Key theme: The President has put America first.

Television interviews: Fox & Friends (or Fox News show of the hour), Fox Business Stuart Varney, Tucker Carlson in the
evening

Radio: Sean Hannity

Print Interviews:

Charlie Spiering (Breitbart News)

Ed Morrissey (HotAir)

Interview with Bret Stephens (NYT)

Interview with Jonathan Adler (Volokh Conspiracy/Washington Post)
Weekend Interview with Kim Strassel {(WSJ)

Interview with George Will

Supportive comments/opeds/social media outreach focused on EPA:

Op-ed:

American Mining Association
American Petroleum Institute
Cato

CEl

Heritage

FedSoc

Claremont

Hoover

National: WSJ (JP working on draft) “From Paris to Pittsburgh”

Talking Points:

This decision was the President’s to make, and frankly, | think it was the right one because it puts America first.

This delivers on his campaign promise.

We can’t frontload America’s costs and backload the costs for competing nations. This deal put America last.
We can get a better deal or approach to climate without having to stay in Paris. We will still have a
seat at the table. But by prioritizing America, we can ensure we commit to sound stewardship of our
environment with economic growth and job creation. And, we will still punish bad actors who don't

comply with our environmental laws.

President Trump is sending a signal to the world that is loud and clear: we are going to put America
first. We have nothing to apologize for—we are the best at producing energy and jobs. We will

continue to advance and share our successes with the rest of the world.

JPFRev 1
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- Of course other nations loved the Paris Accord. With little upfront cost for them, they get to watch as America
shutters power plants, coal mines, and wages war on fossil fuels, in effect sacrificing its own economy for what
some call “global leadership.” But that’s not global leadership, that’s surrender.

- People deserve clean air, clean water, and good jobs. That's what we need to work toward. We don’t
need to sacrifice American jobs for a bad deal.

No Announcement:

- The Paris Agreement represents what is wrong with the past administration. It put America last.

- Intoday’s discussion, | outlined why | believe we should withdraw from Paris and the steps the U.S.
could take to quickly withdraw from this bad deal.

- The Paris Agreement frontloads costs for the American people to the detriment of our economy and
job growth; and it extracts meaningless commitments from top global emitters.

- To satisfy the Obama Administration’s promise to reduce U.S. greenhouse gases, Paris developed a host of
domestic actions that would raise energy costs, undermine U.S. competitiveness and impede job growth. The
centerpiece was the Clean Power Plan, which is projected to cost $292 billion over ten years.

- U.S.involvement in the Paris Agreement would result in: an aggregate U.S. GDP loss of over $2.5
trillion; nearly 400,000 jobs lost annually, including 200,000 manufacturing jobs; and, a total income
loss of more than $30,000 for a family of four.

Renegotiate:

- The Paris Agreement represents what is wrong with the past administration. It put America last.

- This is not an either-or situation — we can renegotiate a better deal. The U.S. is the best in the world at
balancing sound stewardship of our environment with economic growth and job creation. Carbon
dioxide emissions are to pre-1994 levels, and we lead the world in energy extraction innovations as
apparent by the natural gas boom. From Paris to Pittsburgh, America should not apologize for its
successes, but continue to advance and share them with the rest of the world.

JPFRev 1
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Message

From: Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov]
Sent: 5/18/2017 4:29:26 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]
Subject: RE: Potential op-ed

Sergio Gor, comms director

From: Bowman, Liz

Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2017 12:00 PM
To: Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Potential op-ed

Who did you talk to over here?

From: Vaughan, Aubrey (Paul) [imailto:Aubrey Yaushan®@ paulsenategov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2017 2:09 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman. LizBepa.pov>

Subject: Potential op-ed

Hi Liz,

What's your phone number? | wanted to connect you with a press person in Sen. Paul’s office on an op-ed
we’re drafting re: Paris Agreement.

Thanks!

Aubrey Vaughan
Legislative Counsel

Office of Senator Rand Paul
(202) 224-6515
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Message

From: Palich, Christian [palich.christian@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/26/2017 4:46:06 PM

To: Ringel, Aaron [ringel.aaron@epa.gov]; Lyons, Troy [lyons.troy@epa.gov]; Bennett, Tate [Bennett.Tate@epa.gov];
Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Shimkus Op-Ed: Say Adieu to the Paris Agreement

Winner for best op ed title.

Christian R. Palich

Deputy Associate Administrator

Office of Congressional & Intergovernmental Relations
U.S Environmental Protection Agency

0: 202.564.4944

C: 202.306.4656

E: Palich.Christian@epa.gov

From: Ringel, Aaron

Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 12:35 PM

To: Lyons, Troy <lyons.troy@epa.gov>; Bennett, Tate <Bennett.Tate@epa.gov>; Bowman, Liz <Bowman.liz@epa.gov>;
Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>; Palich, Christian <palich.christian@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Shimkus Op-Ed: Say Adieu to the Paris Agreement

FYI

From: Haverly , Jordan [mailiodordan Haverlv@mail. bouse.sov)
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 12:33 PM
Subject: Shimkus Op-Ed: Say Adieu to the Paris Agreement

Good afternoon —

Just wanted to flag the op-ed below by Congressman John Shimkus that ran in this morning’s Southern lllinoisan. Please
let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks, and have a great Memorial Day weekend.

Jordan

Jordan Haverly

Communications Director & Policy Adviser
Congressman lohn Shimkus {H-15}

(2032} 235-5371 | Cell {217) B30-9812

SHIMEUS: Say adisy To the Parls Apresment

Like much of the previous administration’s climate legacy, the Paris Agreement never had the support it would
need to become the law of the land. Neither executive agreements nor executive actions are a substitute for
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legislation or treaties, and neither the deal itself nor the Obama Administration’s policies stemming from it
were supported by the majority of Congress.

As Congress continues to work with President Donald Trump and Environmental Protection Agency
Administrator Scott Pruitt to roll back those rules and regulations through a combination of legislative and
administrative actions, the United States should consider exiting the Paris Agreement as well. By doing so, it
would be made clear that we will not sacrifice our jobs, affordable electricity, and economic competitiveness.

The fact is, America’s global leadership will not be harmed by exiting the agreement — an agreement we
arguably never fully opted into in the first place. On the contrary, bidding adieu to the Paris Agreement would
demonstrate to our friends and foes alike that the United States government is bound not by the wishes of
one administration, but by the will of the people.

it's also time to be realistic about the agreement itself. The truth is that even if the United States stopped 100
percent of our carbon dioxide emissions tomorrow, it would make little difference in international climate
projections. Former Secretary of State John Kerry even conceded, in Paris no less, that “if all the industrial
nations went down to zero emissions — remember what | just said, all the industrial emissions went down to
zero emissions — it wouldn’t be enough” to alter global temperatures to the degree demanded by the
environmental left.

My friends on the other side of this debate counter that more than 600 companies — including some of the
largest multinational corporations — have urged the United States to remain in the agreement, and that
staying somehow gives the U.S. more leverage in what is supposedly a voluntary deal. But there are a few
holes in both those assertions.

The first is obvious. If any one of those companies wished to take actions within the scope of their business
that they believe will improve the Earth’s environment, nothing in the Paris Agreement or any existing U.S. law
prevents them from doing so. No corporation should need permission from the federal government to reduce
their emissions.

The second is less easy to see. While voluntary, national commitments made under the agreement may not be
enforced by the international community, Big Green groups may attempt to seek enforcement of President
Obama’s promises in a U.S. court. Whether they succeed or not, the litigation would waste EPA’s time and
resources that would be better spent on their core, congressionally-mandated functions.

For these reasons and more, President Trump should heed his advisers urging him to leave the Paris
Agreement. And Congress and the administration should continue to work together to bring the power back
to the people and the states — putting the consumer first, focusing on creating good paying, American jobs,
and capitalizing on our nation’s energy abundance.

Hit#
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Message

From: Bennett, Tate [Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/26/2017 4:51:24 PM

To: Ringel, Aaron [ringel.aaron@epa.gov]

cC: Lyons, Troy [lyons.troy@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Graham, Amy [graham.amy@epa.gov];
Palich, Christian [palich.christian@epa.gov]

Subject: Re: Shimkus Op-Ed: Say Adieu to the Paris Agreement

Thanks! Will print

On May 26, 2017, at 12:35 PM, Ringel, Aaron <ringel.aaron@eps. sov> wrote:

FYI

From: Haverly , Jordan [mailio:lordan. Haverly@mail house zov)
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 12:33 PM
Subject: Shimkus Op-Ed: Say Adieu to the Paris Agreement

Good afternoon —

Just wanted to flag the op-ed below by Congressman John Shimkus that ran in this morning’s Southern
lllinoisan. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks, and have a great Memorial Day weekend.

Jordan

Jordan Haverly

Communications Director & Policy Adviser
Congressman John Shimkus (H-15}

{203} 225-5271 | Cells {217} 820-9812

SHIMEKUS: Sav adiey to the Paris Asreement

Like much of the previous administration’s climate legacy, the Paris Agreement never had the
support it would need to become the law of the land. Neither executive agreements nor
executive actions are a substitute for legislation or treaties, and neither the deal itself nor the
Obama Administration’s policies stemming from it were supported by the majority of Congress.

As Congress continues to work with President Donald Trump and Environmental Protection
Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt to roll back those rules and regulations through a
combination of legislative and administrative actions, the United States should consider exiting
the Paris Agreement as well. By doing so, it would be made clear that we will not sacrifice our
jobs, affordable electricity, and economic competitiveness.

The fact is, America’s global leadership will not be harmed by exiting the agreement — an
agreement we arguably never fully opted into in the first place. On the contrary, bidding adieu
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to the Paris Agreement would demonstrate to our friends and foes alike that the United States
government is bound not by the wishes of one administration, but by the will of the people.

It's also time to be realistic about the agreement itself. The truth is that even if the United
States stopped 100 percent of our carbon dioxide emissions tomorrow, it would make little
difference in international climate projections. Former Secretary of State John Kerry even
conceded, in Paris no less, that “if all the industrial nations went down to zerc emissions —
remember what | just said, all the industrial emissions went down to zero emissions — it
wouldn’t be enough” to alter global temperatures to the degree demanded by the
environmental left.

My friends on the other side of this debate counter that more than 600 companies — including
some of the largest multinational corporations — have urged the United States to remain in the
agreement, and that staying somehow gives the U.S. more leverage in what is supposedly a
voluntary deal. But there are a few holes in both those assertions.

The first is obvious. If any one of those companies wished to take actions within the scope of
their business that they believe will improve the Earth’s environment, nothing in the Paris
Agreement or any existing U.S. law prevents them from doing so. No corporation should need
permission from the federal government to reduce their emissions.

The second is less easy to see. While voluntary, national commitments made under the
agreement may not be enforced by the international community, Big Green groups may
attempt to seek enforcement of President Obama’s promises in a U.S. court. Whether they
succeed or not, the litigation would waste EPA’s time and resources that would be better spent
on their core, congressionally-mandated functions.

For these reasons and more, President Trump should heed his advisers urging him to leave the
Paris Agreement. And Congress and the administration should continue to work together to
bring the power back to the people and the states — putting the consumer first, focusing on
creating good paying, American jobs, and capitalizing on our nation’s energy abundance.

Hit#
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Message

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

f have

Greenwalt, Sarah [greenwalt.sarah@epa.gov]

5/29/2017 8:43:09 PM

Jackson, Ryan [jackson.ryan@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha [dravis.samantha@epa.gov]; Bowman, Liz
[Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]; Gunasekara, Mandy
[Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]

Notes

underhined the portion that POTUS hiked.

POTUS Phone Call re: Paris

SP:

®

Got the Op-Ed note but didn't get something else he sent. (Letter from Al
Gore -Targets are not enforceable).

Example of DC focusing on things that distract from things we're doing.
(He was talking about GOP officials from 14 States and they are all
saying they're fired up). SP affirms: Penn and Ohio, EO Energy
Independence...excitement. Missouri, 300 mimers Sen Blunt, excitement
was unbelievable.

SP says he wants to be responsive to what POTUS sent over. The
President's instincts are spot on. SP encourages POTUS to trust those
mstinets, saying: "You've hit the nail on the head. The Paris Agreement
makes us seem apologetic for what we've accomplished and it puts the
U.S. in a bad position. Your instinets are to exit and exit ¢leanly and then
reset the discussion...Those are spot on.™

"The rest of the world applauded when we signed the agreement because
it put the U.S. at an economic disadvantage. It creates domestic
obligations that other countries refuse to do."

POTUS - Bad agreement and not fair. We put up money and no one else did.

Paris

Agreement s not fair... but Paris to Pittsburg might be too much. When

he gets back from his trip he'd like to meet on the next Wednesday.

France will pressure him to stay in - having lunch.

SP's Response:

®

For those across the world who say we're going to lose our seat at the
table... We're the US--we don't lose our seat at the table. The past
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administration talked a lot but this administration is DOING a lot. We're
improving the environment through ACTION. We're at pre-1990s CO2
levels not because of regulation but because of innovation. That's our seat
at the table. Not % reduction and the rest but through technology.

« POTUS responded to that and SP "agree[s] wholeheartedly with
[POTUS's] position.

« Infrastructure - Coal generation facilities. Set goal to build in next 5
yvears. 90% efficient w/r/t CO2Z capture. On infrastructure and the power
grid we are top in the world. It's important because coal 1s a solid
hydrocarbon you can store on site. If there 1s an attack on a system,
natural gas doesn't make it to facility. Coal keeps things running.

« German Minister - Says Germany will get rid of all nuclear and fossil and
SP says You go do that and meanwhile the U.S. will kick your tail with
fuel diversity and strength in the manufacturing base to ensure stability
on the grid.

- Returning to the Paris-specific discussion, SP states that it 1s essential that
we get out because the agreement puts America second by putting us at
an economic disadvantage. Hven more problematic... if we stay i and
rencgotiate the percentage it still means that you would have to own that
percentage. This 1s not like NAFTA and TPP; whatever percentage you
choose means rulemaking out of here (EPA) to meet that obligation. We
are rolling back based on and pursuant to the Energy Independence EO.
Obama rolled out his entire climate action agenda to meet the Paris
Accord. That's what we're rolling back. Targets still fell short, even with
the Methane rule, CPP, and others to meet the Paris percentages. We will
have to keep one of these rules if we negotiate a lower percentage.

» The enthusiasm that this will create will be unimaginable for the 2018
elections, things like this will make sure that there is no "enthusiasm
gap.”

- You don't have to go through Congress, that's just you making a decision

POTUS - "Let's get out, okay? Couple of days after I get back and we'll
announce we're getting out.” Problem with the French. Termimate Paris Accord
because they're not treating us fairly. We won't be able to meet obligations and
will lose 100s of thousands of jobs in the process.

« Don't need resolution.
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»  SP to check on accompanying POTUS on his trip. SP to call Joe Hagin to
coordinate.

»  FERC Commissioners - SP says they have to be on there before we can
get it moved. Reminding POTUS that he called Johnny into the office to
check on the status of those appointments. SP says he's "not sure where
you are in the process.”

« SP's team will talk to Hope to get something on the schedule re: Paris for
an hour.

. Follow up from Call -

SP talked to Patrick (Joe's #2); Saudi Arabia a no-go, but potential to meet up
later on.

SP's recollection: POTUS talked about the base and the "enthusiasm gap,” as
SP described it. France has requested time to talk to him about it while he's
over there. POTUS request/action item: reach out to Hope directly (will do
first thing tomorrow am). Specific instructions were that SP will draft a speech
to work on with Miller post POTUS's return. He will announce that we're
"terminating the agreement because it's unfair to country and too expensive.”
POTUS liked the characterization that this puts the U.S, at an economic
disadvantage and that's why 1t was applauded by other countries.

Also, Rand Paul 1s running some Bill or Resolution terminating the agreement.
He wanted SP 1o call Rand and tell him how much POTUS likes him. He
wants all Senators behind him. Decision made to call Rand the week-of,

POTUS to SP: "You're going to write me the best speech ever.”

To Research: What does the CPP represent as far as reduction? By what % did
Obama say that they would cut? Because if we're supposed to cut 26% with
CPP and Methane CAFE, etc. then what would CPP alone have done? If we
renegotiate and set at 10% then that's still (at a minimum) CPP.

Sent from my iPad
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Message

From: Gunasekara, Mandy [Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/31/2017 5:09:51 PM

To: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Dravis, Samantha [dravis.samantha@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Washington Post: The political case for and against Trump leaving the Paris climate change agreement, 5/31/17
Interesting.

From: Bowman, Liz

Sent: Wednesday, May 31, 2017 12:57 PM

To: Gunasekara, Mandy <Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov>; Dravis, Samantha <dravis.samantha@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Washington Post: The political case for and against Trump leaving the Paris climate change agreement,
5/31/17

From: McGonagle, Kevin

Sent: Wednesday, May 31, 2017 12:15 PM

To: AG OPA OMR CLIPS <AD OPA OMR CLIPS@epa.gov>

Subject: Washington Post: The political case for and against Trump leaving the Paris climate change agreement, 5/31/17

Washington Post

Mrtms s/ fwwew washingtonpost.com/news/the-fi/wr /2017 /05 /3 Lthe-case-for-and-against-trump-leaving-the-paris-
climate-change-agreement/Tubm term=.bacel19511b2a

The political case for and against Trump leaving the Paris climate change agreement

By Amber Phillips 5/31/17 11:30 AM

Polls show & maiority of Americans want President Trump to stay in the global Paris climate change deal.

But if he does leave it, it will be a rare moment where the president does exactly what Republicans in Congress asked
him to do.

Last week, more than 20 high-profile Republican senators sent a letier to Trump urging him to back out of the deal of
nearly 200 nations agreeing to significantly cut carbon emissions by 2030.

We don't know how much this letter influenced the president, who has yet to announce his decision. But we do know
that his administration iz split on whether to split from the Paris climate agreement, and this letter arrived just days
before he's expected to make his decision.

Given all that, it's worth walking through the arguments these Senate Republicans are making about why Trump should
leave the Paris climate deal — and the argument environmentalists are making about why he should stay.

Argument one for leaving the Paris agreement: You've basically already pulled out of it

With coal workers at his side, Trump signed an executive order in March that pulled the plug on a number of Obama
climate-change rules, his clearest signal yet he wasn't going to enforce Obama's greenhouse-gas emission limits for
power plants. Trump ordered the federal government to:
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e Rewrite its rules on how much carbon power plants can emit

e Lift a moratorium on coal leasing on federal lands

e Remove the requirement that ALL federal workers consider the impact of climate change when making a
decision

“The order has taken the legs out from under the Paris climate agreement that President Obama signed in his last year
in office,” Sen. John Barrasso (R-Wyo.), chair of the Senate's environment committee, argusd in 3 March Washingion

In their letter, senators argue that Trump would be giving mixed signals if he stays in a global agreement to cut carbon
emissions while he increases limits on carbon emission back home.

What the other side says: Environmentalists acknowledge Obama’s domestic commitments to lower greenhouse gas
emissions are a key part of the United States’ international commitments. But they don't want Trump to leave either.

Argument two: If you stay in the Paris agreement, you'li get sued. A lot.

Trump's goal appears to be to eventually unwind the Clean Power Plan, which Obama put in place in 2014 to
require states to reduce carbon dioxide emissions by about one-third of 2005 levels over the next 15 years.

Republican lawmakers HATE this plan. It's filled with regulations they worry will hurt energy companies in their state,
like coal workers in Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell's Kentucky.

But environmentalists saw the Clean Power Plan as the best way to reduce emissions in the absence of a Congress
reluctant to. The political tension pretty much guarantees that as Trump rolls back greenhouse gas emission regulations,

all lawsuits about the Clean Power Plan while the Trump administration reevaluates it.)

These Republican senators argue that if Trump is still in the Paris deal, environmental groups can hang their lawsuit on
it. “It is clear that those advocating for greenhouse gas regulations will use the Paris Agreement as a legal defense
again,” the letter reads.

What the other side says: Trump's going to get sued anyway. “Tearing the rules down require going through the same
process it tock to build them up,” David Doniger, director of the Natural Resources Defense Council’s climate and clean-
air program, told The Washington Post in March. “We will make them face the music at every step.”

Argument three: If you stay in the agreement, China will win

The United States is one of the world's largest greenhouse-gas emitters, and its participation was expected to make up
21 percent of the emissions the Paris deal would cut, 33ys The Post's Chris Mooney.

By comparison, China gets off easy under the Paris agreement, GOP senators argue. Barrasso in the Washington Times:

“The Paris deal imposed on the United States unrealistic targets for reducing our carbon emissions. It set America’s
standards higher than for much of the world, while giving countries like China a free pass for years to come.”
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What the other side says: Since signing the Paris agreement, China has stepped up its game on reducing carbon
emissions, largely because its pollution is so bad it has no choice. China's appetite for coal is declining, and “both China
and India look set to overachieve their Paris Agreement climate pledges,” predicted the Climate Action Tracker in 2 May

any increased emissions from the United States.

Kevin McGonagle

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: (202)-564-4524
megonagle kevin@epa.gov
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Message

From: McGonagle, Kevin [mcgonagle.kevin@epa.gov]
Sent: 5/25/2017 2:15:06 PM

To: Press [Press@epa.gov]

Subject: Newspaper clips 5/25/17 - attached

Attachments: WaPo_5-25-17_Clipping_warming.pdf; NYT_5-25-17_Clipping_California.pdf

There are 2 clips for today.

New York Times — 1
Washington Post - 1

Kevin McGonagle

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: {202)-564-4524
megonagle kevin@epa. oy
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By CHuris Mooyey

In a sign of growing tensions
between scientists and the Trump
administration, researchers pub-
lished a seientific paper Wednes-
daythat was conceived and writ-
ten as anexplicit refutation toan
assertion by Environmental Pro-
tection - Ageney Administrator
Scott - Pruitt  about climate
change.

The study, in the Nature jour-
nal Scientific Reports, sets up a
direct test-of a -claim- by Pruitt,
made in written - Senate com-
ments following his confirmation
hearing, that “over.the past two
decades satellite data indicates
there has been a leveling off of
warming.”

After reviewing femperature
frends contained in three satellite
data sets zoing back to 1979, the
paperconcludesthatthe datasets
show a-global warming trend —
and that Pruitt was incorrect.

“Satellite. temperature.  mesa-
surements do not support the
claim of a ‘leveling off of warm-
ing’ over the past two decades”
write the "authors, led by Benja-
min Santer of the Lawrence Liv-
ermore  National Laboratory.
Santer ‘co-authored the study
with three Livermore colleagues
and scientists from MIT, the Uni-
versity of Washington ‘in Seattle
and the company Remote Sens-
ing Systems, which keeps one of
the three satellite temperature
data sets:

“In iy opinion, when incorrect
science is elevated to the level of
formal congressional testimony
and makes its way into the official
congressional record, climate sci-
entists have some responsibility
to test speeific claims that were
made, determine whether those
claims are correct or not, and
publish their results” Santer said
inan interview when asked about
the framing of the research.

The study wades. into the de-
bate over how to interpret the
temperature records of the plan-
et’s lower atmosphere, or tropo-
sphere, provided by polar orbit-
ing satellites.

Siich data has often been cited

by elimate-change doubters sug-
gesting that there is no global
varming trend or that global
worming has recently  slowed
down — contradicting thermom-
ster-baged measurements taken
at the planets surface which
showa clear warming trend.

But the new study finds that all
of the three satellite data sets —
kept by Remote Sensing Systems,
the Center for Satellite Applica-
tions and Research st the Nation-
al Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration, and the University
of Alabama at Huntsville — show
along-term warning trend in the
middle toupper part of the tropo-
sphere.

After correcting for. a cooling
down of the stratosphere (the
layer above the troposphere), the
paper. finds that the warming
trend is roughly 0.36 degrees
Fabrenheit. per decade for the
first two data sets and 0.26 de-

v grees per decahe for the third.

The study further examined
whether any shorter temperature
trend in these data sets could be
described as a “leveling off)” ‘as
Pruitt had put it.

The study finds warming
trends for-all the 20-vear periods,
including the “last two decades”
referred to by Pruitt, although it
acknowledges that the trend is
somewhat lower over these later
periods.

‘Clhimate scientists have
some responsibility to
defermme whether

correct.”

Benjamin.Santer of the Lawrernce
Livermore National Laboratory

ment.

- Washington Post

The EPA did not immediately
respond to a request for com- |

i

Thonias Karl, a longtime cli- -

mate - researcher: who formerly
headed NOAAs National Centers
for Environmental Information,
hailed the study as “another solid
piece of work.”

“Other satellite instruments,
which - measire - temperatures
closer towhere we live, work-and
grow our food, show at least as
much or more warming in recent
decades,” Karl said.

Gavin.Schmidt, who heads the
Goddard Institute for Space Stud-
jes at NASA, said by email that
“the trends over the whole period
areclear”

“This doesn’t however imply
that a) there aren’t still issues
with thesatellite retrievals (there
may well be), and b) that models
did a perfect job over this time
period” Schmidt cautioned.

John Christy, a researcher at
the University of Alabama who
keeps that data set and whose
work “has been often cited by
dxmate»change skeptics, agreed
there is a warming trend ip the
satellitedata awmﬂ but said that
climate models prediet that it
should belarzer. 71 wouldn't get
too exclted about thic study’
Christy said,

It is unlikely the findines of a
sclentific study pose o political
risk to Pruitt said Sarah Binder,a
senior fellow at the Brookings
Institution and a political scien-
tist gt George Washington Uni-
versity,

“Its sigmificant in the sense
that it shows the limits of the
confirmation process, especiglly
when the president’s party con-
trols the Senate and senators can
no longer Glibuster nominges”
Binder said. "In other words, ith
possible to float factuglly inacen-

rate statements and vet not ding |

your chances of confirmagion”

More gt washingtonpost.cony
news/energy-environment

National
p. Al6
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Egﬁzimg Tmmp on szmm@} Caﬁzfamga ecomes a Giﬁé@g Force

By CORAL DAVENPORT
and ADAM NAGOURNEY

LOS-ANGELES — The envi-
ronmental - ministers - of Canada
and Mexico went to San Francisco
last month to sign a global pact =
draftedlargely by California — to
lower planet-warming. green-
house pollution. Gov. Jerry Brown
flies to:China next month to meet

with climate leaders there on a
campaign to curb global warming:
And a battery of state lawyers is
preparingtobattle any attempt by
Washington to weaken. Califor-
nia’'s- automobile pollution emis-
sion standards.

As President Trump moves 1o
reverse the Obama administra-
tion's policies on climate change,
California is emerging as the na-
tion's de facto negotiator with the

RUNAWAY 2TATE

Eminsions Resistance

world: on the environment. The
state is pushing back on every-
thing from White House efforts to
roll back pollution rules on
tailpipes  and  smokestacks, t©
plans to withdraw or weaken the
United States’ commitments un-

der the Paris climate change ac-
cord.

In the process, California is not
only fighting to protect its legacy
of sweeping environmental pro-
tection, but also holding itself out
a8 amodel to other states — and to
nations — an how to fight climate
change.

*Lwant to do everything we can
to keép Americd on track, keep the

Continued on Page Al

New York Times | National | pp. Al, Al4
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From Pape 41

world on track, and lead in gll the ways
California has,” said My, Brown, who has
embraced this fight a5 he enters what is
likely to be the final stretch of 8 40-year
career in California povernment. “We're
looking to do everything we can to ad-
vance our program, regardless of what-
ever happens in Washington.”
Sincethe election, California has stood
asthe leadine edpe of the Democratic re-
sistance to the Trump administration, on
a range of issues including immigration
and healthcare. Mr Trumplost to Hillary
Clinton hereby hearly four millionivotes.
Every statewide elected official is 3
Democrat, and the party controls both
houses of the Lepislature by a two-thirds
margin. Soon after Mr Trump was
_elected, Democratic lepislative leaders
" hired Eric H Holder Jr, theformer attor-
ney general, torepresent Coliforniainle
palHohie s e st
But of all the baltles it Is waging with
Washington, none have the slobal implic
cations of the one over chimate change
‘The agpressive posture on the o
ronmient has ser the stape for 4 ¢
Tromistion Dateindn e T oy
fration andthelargess state in the '
California has 38 million people, makmg
it more populous than Canada and many
other countries. And with an annual eco-
nomic owput of $2.4 trillion, the state iz
an economic powerhouse and has the
sinth-largest economy in the world,
Califorma’s efforts cross gzariy lines,
Arnold Schwarzenegger, who served as
governor from 2003 to 201, and led the
state in developing the most appressive
pollution-control programsin the tation,
has emerged as one of Mr. Trump’s big.
gest Republican eritics.
Mr. Trump and his advisers appear
ready for the fight.
Keote Pruitt, the Environmental Pro-

New York Times | National | pp. Al, Al4
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E A trump
pest Republican critics.

Mz Trump and his advisers appear
ready for the fight.

Scott Pruitt, the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency chief, whom Mr. Trump
has charged with rolling back Obama-
ora environmental policies, speaks often
of his belief in the importance of federal-

ism and states’ rights, describing Mr

Trump’s propasals as a way to lift theop
pressive voke of federal regulations and

refurn anthority to the states But of My

Brown's push to expand California's en-
vironmental policies to the country and
the world, Mr. Praitt said, "That’s not
federahsm — that's a pnhtxcal agenda
hiding behind federalism.”

“Is it federalismito 1mpase your pahcy
onother states?” Mr. Pruitt asked inare-
cent interview in his office. “1t seems o
me thatMr, Brownis being the agpressor

here” he said. “But we éxpect the law

will show this”

in one of his &arizeat sirikes, Mr
Trump signed an executive order aimed
at dismantling the Clean Power Plan,
President Bardck Obamd’s signatore cli-
mate policy change, Much of the plan,
which Mr Trump dendunced a5 a Yob
_ killer” was drawn from eavironmental
policies pioneered n California

Mr Brown has long beent an envic
ronmental advocate, mciudmg when he
fivst served as governor in the 18705, He
has made this acentral focus as he enters
his final 353 mont] .m office. In an mter-

“a calasgal mistalke and d@ﬁaﬁ sc:zezzceﬁ’ .

“Erasing climate chanpge may take
place in Donald Trump’s mind, but ng-
where else,” Mr. Brown said,

The leadership role embraced by Cali-
fornia goes to the heart of what has long
been a central part of i identity. For
more than three decades California has
been at the wansuaed of environmental
policy, passingam itious festinahens.
non measures on pollition comtrol and
conservation that have often served as

models for nanonal and cven mmma— :

tional environmental law :
“With Tromp indicating that he ;wnﬂl
withdraw from climate change leader-
ship, the rest of the global community i3
dooking to Californis, 25 one of the
world's largegt a%mmmws, o ke th&
lead,” said M i ' g
wzmmg g :
vises nations on climaie char;ge na

“California demonstrates to the wcar%

sued by |

“We're very concerned abowt that”
said Robert C, Lapsley. the president of
the California Business Roundtable. “1f
we are 1 percent of the problem, and we
have the most far-reaching climate poli-
cies on the planet while all the dther
states are slowing down beeduse Wash-

Ington is slowing down, that is going to

create an absohite imbalance”

“Washington willcreate 2 less comper-

Mthve cnvhomme o California busi-
nessesherebe ¢ businesses in other
states will not h Ve 10 meet the same
mandates,” he added. “There is no ques-
tion that busmesses are going to move
out”

The precise cunmurs of this battle will

becomeclearinthe monthsahead, as Mr.

Trump’s environmental policies take
shape. For now, the eritical questions are
whether the United States will withdraw
from the Paris apreement, an interna

tional compact to reduce preenhouse

Ai}mm, alos Angai% highway mtez‘change Under o waiver is-
sident Richard M. Nixon, California can set fuel econ-
omy standards exceeding federal requirements. That has helped
curb smiog, as seen at right in Los Angeles in 1958, Below, Gov.
_ Jerry Brown attended a United Nations climare meeting last year,

spread ofelectric cars. As theystand the

rules would force automakers to build
fleets of cars that would reach 54.5 miles
per gallon by 2025,

Caleomxa is preparing for a legal chal-

and the history”

M. Trump is already moving to weakw
en federal auto emission standards that
were influenced by California’s tongher
standards. Automakers, who met with
the president in the Oval Office days ol
torhe assumed the presidency, have long
¢omplained that thé standards forced
them to build expensive electric vehicles
that consiimers may not want.

And the companies have lobbied for
years o stop the federal government

from allowing California to set cleaner

g casetobemade based onthefacts

fort to roll back the California waiver,
“Because we're such a big part of the
car market, and places like New York
and Massachusetts are tied in with the
U.8., our standard will prevail,” he said.
Beyond pushing to maintain its state

. climate laws, California has tried toforge
. mtematmnal climate pacts. In particular,

Brown's government helped draft
nd gather sisnatures for a memoran:

- dum of understanding whose signers, in-

cluding heads of state and mayors from

Tough rules that have
stirred concern among
business leaders.

New York Times | National | pp. Al, A14

pa&sed in 2010

BETTMARNGGETTY IMaGES

places a statewide cap on planer-warm-
ing carbon dioxide emissions, and then
allows companies to buy and sell poliu-
tion credits. The California measure was
the model for a national climate law that
Wi Obama ried nn&uccesgmﬁy I have

{Hven the setbaaks in Washinston,
Califormia snvironmental officials are
waorking with Mexicoand Canadatocre
ate what is informally ealied the "Nafea”
of climate change — a carbon-cutting
program that spans the region,

“Canada’s oll in when it comes to cli-
miate action, and well pariner with any-
one who wants to move forvard” said
Catherine MeKenna, Canadas environ-
ment minister,

Already, California’s mpozmdwtrade
mnrket is connected 1o 7 slmilar one in
Ouebec, now valued & about 54 billion,
and the Province of Ontario is linking
wﬂth the mmt Calzf&maa Quebea market

ED_013450_00000426-00003



Tndraw fran At

ship, the rest of the gmhai cammuniw is

looking to Califarnin, a5 one of the
wenkils Betar eonianiin Bl tibes the

Mot Prize

Tond” saie iaei Rl
wgmmg seientin from Mawic
Vi matlnnl am s ahmg&
“Cmbiniens deminaienien G b

requiring zhatvloo percem of retail elece
tricity in the state come from renewable
sources by 2045. Mr. de Leon said it was
“important that we send a signal to the
rest of theworld” at a time of what he de-
scribed ds “blowback” from Washington.
Mr. Schwarzensgeer, who tangled
with Mr Trump after the president
miocked him for veceiving low ratings as
his replacement on “The Apprentice)
described Mr Trumps environmenial
policies a5 a threat to the planet.
“Saying vowll bring coal plants backis
the pasi,” Mr. Schwarzenegper said. “It's
like saving vyowll bring Blockbuster
back, which is the past. Horses and bug-
gies, which is the past. Pagers back,

* which is the past”

He said California had shown it could
adopt ageressive environmental policies
without hurting the economy “We're
outdoing the rest of the couniry on
G.D.P) Mr. Schwarzenegger said.

Even before Mr. Trump took office,
California’s tough regulatory rules had
stirred concern among business leaders,
who said it had increased their cosis.
They warnedthat the situation would be-
come worse if California stood by its reg-
ulatory rules while Washington movedin
the other direction,

Runaway State

" Articles in this series examine Califor-

nia’s leading role in countering the
Trump administration.

ORLIRE: Photosand reader
% comments;

nyiimes.com/ug

ard M. Nivon thatp

The precise cantours of this battle will

becomeclearinthe months shead as Mr

Trimy's environmen policies take
shape. For now, the eritical questions are
whether the Uniled States will withdraw

_ from the Paris agreement, an interna-
‘Honal campac:t m reduce gréenhionse

pallurion,
soynimening §>§z}%{;?é&
voke @ walver issued by

- the Enuvi
oy will re-
esident Bich-

sef fusl economy standard
federal requirements.
Revoking the waiver, whzch was ven:
tral to a policy that has resulied in notice-
ably cleaner air in places like Los Ange-
les, wonld force the state to lower its
tough fuel economy standards, which are
alse intended to promote the rapid

ent in the Oval Office do
assumed the presidency, have |
complained that the standards foreed

them to build expensive electric vehicles

that consuniers may not want.
And the companies have [obbied for

. ‘y&&f& 0 smp the federal gcwemment
v . w

In Detroit, those companics see Presi-
dent Trump as their best chanice for i
nally ending onerous California car re-
guirements. Butin the meantime, over a
dozen other states have adopted Califor-
nia’s auto emissions standards — and Mr.
Brown is betting that the sheer size of
that market will be enough to make the
Trump administration reconsider any ef-

tes building two typas of cars. v

Tough rules that have
stirred concern among
business leaders.

temperatures from rising over two de-

grees Celeins Thar is the point at which
Selentists say the planet will tipintoafu-
ture of zrreversabie tising seas and melt-
ing ice sheets,

That pact is voluntary, but California,
Canada and Mexico are starting to carry
out a joint policy with some teeth.

California’s signature climate change
law is the cap-and-trade program. It

An oil refinery nearhomes in Los Angeles, California’s cap-and-trade program restricts carbon dioxide emissions:

New York Times | National | pp. A1, A14

|

this vear. Climate

one who wants to move ferward) said

Catherine MeKenna, Canada's environ-
ment minister

already, California’s eap»aad~trade
toarket s connectedto o s
Ouehec, now vahied at *abam
and the Province of Ontario is linking
with the joint Califor 'a~Quebac market
¢y e"xparts in
Sacramento and Mexico Czty arein the
early stapes of drafting & plan o link
Mexico with that joint market

in April. o delegation from California
traveled td Beijing to meet with Chinese
counterparts to help them craft a cap-
and-trade plan. "We have people work-
ing in China, in their regulatory agen-
ties, consulting with them, speaking flu-
ent Mandarin, working with the Chinese
government — giving them ddvice on
cap and trade” Mr. Brown sald.

The Clean Power Plan was central to
the United States’ pledge under the 2015
Paris agreement, which commits the na-
tion tocutits emissions about 26 percent
from 2005 levels by 2025, Now that Mr
Trump has moved toroll back the plan, it
will be almuost impossible tor the United
States to mest its Paris commitinents.

That has resonated powerfully in
China. The heart of the Paris agreement
was a 2014 deal forged by Mr. Cbama and
President Xi Jinping of China in which
the world's two largest economies and
largest greenhouse polluters agreed to
actjointly to reduce their emissions.

"China is committed 1o establishing a
capsand-trade this vear, and we arelook.
ing for expertise across the world as we
design our program — and we are look-
ing closely at the California experience,”
said Dongquan He, a vice president of
Energy Foundation China, an organiza-
tion that works with the Chiness govern-
meni on climate change issues.

Mr. Brown recently met withthe prime
ininister of Fiji, who will serve as chair-
man of this fall's United Nations climate
change meeting in. Bonn, Germany,
which aims toput the Paris agreementin
force, with or without the United States.
The governor said he planned to attend
as a representative of his state.

“We may not represent Washington,
but we will represent the wide swath of
American peaple who will keep the faith
on this?” he said.
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By CIff Forvest

s President Trump
weighs whether to with-
4. .o draw from the Paris
Agreement on climate change,
some have tried to present a
“business .case” for why the
U.8. should stay in. An eco-
nomic. windfall. would come
with the early and aggressive
investment in alternative en-
ergy that the accord mandates,
or so the argument goes. The
Paris -Agreement’s: backers
have told a very incomplete
story and reached the wrong
conclusion.

The economic merits of the
Paris Agreement take on a difs
ferent air when more fully
considered, Climate-change
advocates’ bizarre premise is
that economic gains will come
from restricting access to.the
most abundant, reliable and
affordable fuel sources. Never
mind that this defies the ex-
perience of many European
nations that have invested
heavily in renewable energy.
After “Germany’s aggressive
and . reckless expansion. of

wind and solar,” for example,
the magazine Der Spiegel de-
clared in 2013 that electricity
had become “a luxury good.
Apparently this . time will be
different,

There are a few interesting
hypocrisies. to. consider . as
well. The commercial interests
that strongly . support  the
Paris Agreement - typically

siness Case’

The climate accord is
a boon—yvet pulling
out would be unfair?

have created programs to.ex-
ploit, game . or merely pass
through the costs of the cli-
mate-change - agenda. Many
also maintain. a green pose for
marketing purposes. The clas-
sic example of this rent-seek-
ing behavior was Enron, which
in. 1996 purchased Zond En-
ergy Systems (now GE Wind)
to complement its gas pipe-
line. Enron. then set.about lob-
bying its way to green-energy
riches. It seems that Paris

r Paris

backers. hope for a sudden
public amnesia. about the
many businesses that-use gov-
ernment-to push out:smaller
competitors.

Green-companies also argue
that, beyond economiic bene-
fits, their ability to slow cli-
mate change helps contribute
to:the: public good. To my
knowledge, none declare a
measurable impact on climate
from their businesses or their
desired policies.

Mr. Trump should keep in
mind that the people calling
for-him to stick-with the Paris
Agreement largely did not
support him - during the cam-
paign. Few would like to see
him succeed now. As for his
strongest supporters, they're
the ones who will take the hit
if "he breaks his pronmise to
withdraw, :

Some countries have threat-
ened to punish the U.S. if it
pulls out of the accord. Rod-
olfo. Lacy Tamayo, Mexico’s
undersecretary. for environ-
mental:policy and planning,
said in‘an interview with the
New York Times: “A carbon

tariff against . the . United
States is an option for us.”
Countries imposing costs on
their ‘own industries through
the Paris Agreement complain
that they are at a disadvan-
tage if the U.8. doesn’t do the
same. Apparently they didn’t
receive the talking points de-
scribing: green energy-as an
economic boon for everyone
involved. v

50 which is it? Does the
Paris Agreement spur a U.S.
economy  otherwise unpre-
pared to succeed in the 21st
century? Or is the U.S. main-
taining economic advantage
hy not subjecting itself to the
accard’s . arduous  require-
ments?

Mr. Trump'’s obligation is to
do what is in America’s best
interest. Rejecting a confused
and ~ costly  international
agreement, with guestionable
benefits to climate, should be
a slam dunk. Don’t take my
word for it Just study the
other side’s arguments.

Mr. Forrest is CED of Rose-
bud Mining.

Wall Street Journal | Op-Ed | p. A17
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Homegrown climate -

itiatives

Carbon-pricing plans in the District and Virginia fill some of the blank space left by the Trump administration.

“‘g TATES AND cities cannot prevent the Trump
administration fom doine damege on climate
change policy, but they can mitignte the harm
.~ through global warming policies of their ovwn,
“Fhankially, many are doing so, smzmmg by exam-
g:ﬁe that fehting climate change doss not have to
Come a‘i: an inm?erable mst Reeen’ci} zmnoumad

snge {}f how ﬁm’z is d@ne

‘Bome of the most common sreenhousezas emis
sons policles sre feally sedond- or thivd-best ap-
proaches. States and cities that divectly subsidize
renewables or require certaln amounts of their
e‘iecmmy 10 cote from particniay sources nnneces.

garily close off other options that could be cheaper
and just as effective. The best policles keepany and all
eiiasions-cutiing pamwa,ys open, enab’img the least
msﬂy ones.

Economists have known how to do this for dec-

atles: Pudt a steadily rising price on carbon enmisgions,

Consumers and businesses woutld respond over time

by wasting less energy and favoring low-carbon
products and services. Private economic aciivity
would naburally sort oot how much 16 rely ou

renewables, energy eﬁi&iamy and other emissions-

cutting measures, maximizing freedom, minimizing
costs andd cutting greenhonse gases.

Virginia Gov. Terry McAuliffe (D) embraced this
approach, apnouncing this month that bis adminis.
tration will seek to price the states emissions by
placing & cap on them and demanding that utilitles
turn in permits in order to emit greenhouse gases
under that cap. The permits would be buyable and
sellable, cresting an effective price on carbon polln-

fion. Betler vet, the governor would seek 10 link

Virginia’s program with carbon-trading markets in
other states, creating a lrger and more efficient
markel for permits.

In the District, meanwhile, local environmental
aetivists have united around & plan o tax carbon
emissions, starting dt $20 per ton in 2019 and rising
8150 per tonddn 2032, by which point the activists

estiroate the policy would have entthe city’s cavbon
emissions by 24 percent.

The primary objection tosuch plansis ﬂmt theyare
regressive, hitting the poor havder than the rich, to
whom the carbon price would feel relatively modest,
Both plans have provisions offsetting this effect, with
the District’s being particilarly well thonght out,
Wlost of the money it would raige would be rebared
directly back 16 rvesidents, Al but the wealthiest
households would be raade whode or better.

Weither plan I8 perfect. By necessity. Mr. Meanliffe
s seeking to impose his tap-and-trade program over
the bead of the legisiature, when it could be more.
cleandy desipned i the General Assembly would buy
in, The Districts plan would divertsomeof the money
it raised to a gréen indfrastructure fund that conld well
be spenton pet projects rather than effective climate
initiatives, :

But pricing carbon is the mght approsch, Dther
states should embrace the concept. The more that do,
the maore effective the policy will be.

Washington Post | Op-Ed | p. A16
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Message

From: McGonagle, Kevin [mcgonagle.kevin@epa.gov]
Sent: 6/1/2017 3:15:50 PM

To: Press [Press@epa.gov]

Subject: Newspaper clips 6/1/17 - attached

Attachments: NYT_6-1-17_Clipping_OpEd.pdf; NYT_6-1-17_Clipping_Paris.pdf; NYT_6-1-17_Clipping_climatedeal.pdf; WaPo_6-1-
17 _Clipping_paris.pdf; WSJ_6-1-17_Clipping_Opinion.pdf; WSI_6-1-17_Clipping_Paris.pdf

There are 6 clips for today.

New York Times — 3
Wall Street Journal -2
Washington Post — 1

Kevin McGonagle

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: {202)-564-4524

megonagle kevin@epa. gov
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Frederica Perera : ;

Plan to cut carbon emis-
sions from power plants,
So- uniquely wvulnerable are
the young that the World Health
QOrganization estimates that “children
younger than § bear more than 40 percent of

the global burdenof disease caused by environmental risk fac-

NTIL a'few decades apgo, the popular but falsely re-
assuring belief was that babies ir the womb were per-
ectly protected by the placenta and that children were
« . Just: “little adults” requiring no special protections
from environmental threats. We now know that-a host of chemi-
cals, pollatants and viruses readily travel across the placenta
from mother to fetus, prespolluting or pre-mfectmg a baby even
before birth. tors and 88 percent of the disease burden caused by climate
Toxic chemicals like lead, certain air poﬂutams pesticides, change, A notable increase in developmental problems in chil-
synthetic chemicals and infectious agents Yike Zika can derail the dren worldwide has paralieled the proliferation of synthetic
intricate molecular processes involved in a fetus’s healthy brain @ chemicals in our air, water, food and consumer products ‘and
develapment: So.can physical and social stress experienced by the mounting impacts of climate change. About one in'six chil-
the mother: drenin the United States is affected by a developmental dis-
At atime when we should be spending more on research and ability. These are comiplex disorders with multiple causes —
prevention of those threats; President Trump would do the op- genetic, social.and environmental < often interacting with
posite. He would cut the budget of the Environmental Protec- one another to increase risk.
tion Agency by 31 percent, including cuts to scientific work on All the world's children are potentially exposed and at risk,
chemical'safety. He would slash money for biomedical research ata great price to society. The estimated medical and/or eco-

and programs to fight outbreaks of infectious disease. We need nomic costs of 1.4y loss and behavioral disorders attrib-
more spending in those areas,; not less. We nieed more testing of utable tojust a few environmental toxicants indicate: # @ @
chemicals before they are marketed, not. less. the. enormous benefits of prevention: approxi-

Toxic exposures are shockingly
‘prevalent. ‘Analysis of
hiomonitoring.- . data
from the Ceriters for
Disease - Control and
Prevention finds
dozens of toxic chenti-
cals, pollutants -and
metals in-pregnant
women, many of which are also
found in'cord blood of newbtins,
These include pesticides. sprayed
in inner-city buildings and on.crops,
flame retardants, used in furniture,
combustion-refated air poliutants from

mately $56 billion in 2008 for lead poisoning and
prenatal mercury exposure in the United
States: 146 billion euros (about $164 billion)
each year attributed to pre-
natal’ ' organophosphate
pesticide exposure. in
the European Un-
fon. The economic

., New York Times
ts- of toxi ir &
cgsol?u?amgx;;daglimate change Op—Ed

from combustion - of “coal;; oil .
and other fossil fuels amount
to many billions of dollars a p . A23
year in the United States.

Worldwide, according to
the W.H.0., about three mil-
lion deaths a year arelinked

to ambient air pollution; by

2030 the global health cost

of afew climate-related dis-

eases that disproportion-

ately affect children (diar-

rhea, malnutrition, malaria

and heat stress) will be as
high as $4 billibn a'year
Such tragic and costly con-
sequences are preventable. The
benefits ofpolicies to reduce
taxic exposures have been
learly deniotistrated.
{204 lovels in children’s
Hinndt drorned in the late
s Iotlewing lopislation
st g reducmg or elimi-
| Haiig lead o house paintand
gasoline. Concentrations of a. neurotoxic
residential-use pesticide dropped sharply in cord blood after
the E.PA. prohibited its use in 2001 In California;’

levels of various toxic flame retardants in-the
blood of pregnant woman and in breast milk fell
since the state ban on thosechemicals took effect
dren, including diminished cognitive ability. : in2006. And in New York City, we saw adecline in

Research has also conclusively: shown that climate harmful pollutants measured in air samples
change, caused in large part by carbon dioxide emitted by from personal monitors worn by pregnant wom-
burning coal and other fossil fuels, is Hnked to more heat-related  enas clean air policies were enacted beginning two
disease, malnutrition, infectious disease, trauma and mental  decades ago.
health problems from extreme natural disasters like flooding. But as we saw with the tragic lead poisonings of
Those consequences can directly or indirectly affect early brain  children in Flint, Mich., much more needs to be
development, the cognitive and behavioral functioning of chil- - done,
dren and their ability to leamn. . The problem is deep and systemic, resulting from

And vet Mr Trump, as of Wednesday, was lack of adequate povernment regulation requiring
considering pulling the United States out of testing of chemicals before they are marketed, and
the Paris Climate Accord and also from the failure to take prompt action once there is s¢i-
wants - o abandon . his entific evidence of harm. The E.PA. must be able to act
predecessor’s Clean Power promptly to eliminate known brain-damaging chemicals and
ensure that new chemicals or chemicals proposed for a new
use undergo thorough testing before manufacturing.
With respect to climate change, federal policies and rules
that promote clean energy, réstrict climate-altering emis-
sions from power plants, vehicles, industrial pro-
cesses, and natural gas production and support
the Paris Climate Accord are essential. They
must not be weakened:
Qur childrer’s health and future depend on it..0

Toxic exposures are
shockingly prevalent.

fossil-fuel-burning power plants and
vehicles, lead, mercury and plasti-
cizers. All have beer shown in epi
demiologic studies in the United
States and elsewhers to be capable
of damaging developing brains, es-
pecially while babies are exposed in
utero or in their early life,

This is why it was particolarly dis-
tressing that thenew head of the E.PA,,
Scott Pruitt, recently rejected the scientif-
ic. conclusion of the agency's own ex-
perts, who had recommended banning
one ofthe nation’s most widely used in-
secticides, chlorpyrifos. The ex-
perts made their judgment on the
basis of many years of research
indicating that chlorpyrifos was
linked to significant harm to chil-

FREDERICA PERERA is a professor at Columbia's
Mailman School of Public Health and director
of the Columbia Center for Children’s Envi-
ronmental Health. !
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HEWS ANALYSIS

orld’s Unity

On Warming

Pivotson U.S.

Exit me Paris Deal
Could Hurt the Poor

By JUSTIN GILLIS

The United States, with its love
of big cars big houses and blast-
ing air-conditioners, has contrib-
uted more than any other.coun-
try to the atmosphetic carbon

dioxide that is scorching'the o .

planet New York Times
“In cumulative terms, we .

certainly own this problem more

than anybody else does,” said Intematlonal

David . Victor, a longtime schol-

ar of climiate potities at the Uni- ,. pp . A 1 R A8

versity of California, San Diego.
Many argue that this obligates
the United States to take ambi-
fious action to slow global warm-
ing.

Against that backdrop, factions
in the Trump administration are
engaged in a heated debate over
whether to remain a party to the
195-nation agreement on climate
change reached in Paris in 2015.
President Trump said on
Wednesday that he would re-
solve the dispute on Thursday.

A decisipnto 'walk away from
the accord would be a momen-
tous setback, in practicaland
political terms, for the effort to
address climate change,

The administration kas al-
ready made it clear that it does
not intend to abide by the prom-
ises President Barack Obama
made when he joined the accord,
larpely leavifig it to other coun-
tries to deal with the challenge.

An American exit could
prompt othier countries to with-
draw from the pactor rethink
their emissions pledges, making
it much harder to achieve the
agreement’s already difficult
goal of limiting global warming
to a manageable level, Tt would
call into question the United
Nations-sponsored mechanism
for rmgmg rseaﬂy 208 mun{rz&s

Mang n the z:eai dustry cal
for an exit from |
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It also means the United
States - the country with the
largest, most dynamic economy
in the world — will give up a
leadership role when'it comes {0
finding solutions for climate
change.

1t s immoral,” said Mohamed
Adow, who grew up herding
livestock in Kenya and now
worlks in London as a leaderon
climate issues for Christian Ald,
a telief and development group,
“The countries that have done
the least to cause the problem
are suffering first and worst?

Some backers of the apgree-
ment argue that the large Amerj-
can role it causing climate
change creales an ougsize re-
sponsibility to help fight 1, in-
cluding an obligation to send
billions of dollars abroad to help
people i poorer countries.

The Obama administration
pledged 83 billion to an interna.
tional fund meant to aid the
hardest-hit countries. Only §1
billion of that had been trans-
ferred to the fund by the time My
Trump toolk office. He wants to
walk away from the balance of
the commitment, although Con-
Bress may have the last word!

Mt Trump; his Environmental
Protection Agency administrator,
Scott Pruitt; and Stephen K.
Bannon, 4 top White House
adviser, argue that meeting the
terms of the Paris accord will
strangle the American economy
and lead to major job losses.
Many in the manufacturing and
fossil fuel industries also want
the United States to leave the
pact, but corporate opinionis

deeply split. Exiting the Paris
deal was a central Trump cam-
paignh pledge.

- While the United States is

~ historically responsible for more

ernissions than any other coun-
fry. it is no longer the world’s
largest single emitter of green-
house gases. China surpassed
the United States a decade ago,
and its emissions today are about
double the American figure,
Some of Ching’s emissions are
from the production of goods for
the United States and other rich
countries.

But the United States has been
burning coal, oil and natural gas
far longer, and today the country,
with just over 4 percent of the
world's population, is responsible
for almost a third of the excess
carbon dioxide that is heating the
planet. Ching is responsible for
less than a sixth. The 28 coun:

tries of the Enropean Union,

taken as a group, come ifjust
behind the United Statesin his-
tarical emissions.

China has four times as many
people as the United States, so
the Chinese still burn far less
fossil fuel on average than Amer-
icans — less than half as much,
infact. Americans alsoburn
roughly twice as much asthe
average Europeai or Japahiese
citizen, and 10 times as much as
the average Indian,

The Trump administration
made clear months ago that it
would abandon the enissions
targets set by Mr. Obama, walk
away from pledges of money to
help poor countries battle global
warming, and seeh to cut re-
search budgets aimed &t finding
solutions ta elimate change.

The United States Has Emitted More CO2 Than Any Other Country

Lnited Slales

2014

1850

204

Experts sav the climate erisis
has become 80 acute that every
country has to pitch in to help
salve it, with no room for emis-
sions in developing couniriesta
reach the high levels that have
Been typical of rich countries.

One of the political break.

_throughs that led to the Paris

asreement was that the nations
of the world came to grips with

eveloped economiss

Evropean Union

1850

2034
Joral 05 emissinns include fossit fuels and cament nmduction: bot ot land use and resty. Emissions for the European
Union include. Brifain,
Sewices: Cartion Todde Iricmation Atahuis Denter. Ouk Ridse Montnsl Lsbamion: United Notine

that reality, and all agreed to do
what they could to help solve the
problem, The agreement recog-
nized that the poorest countries
could not afford to do much on
their own, which is why they
were promised extensive cash
and technical help.

Mr. Trump and many of his
appointees have been influenced
by climate change denialists‘in

Othercountries

7 other developed countries

Austrahe, Corads,

i e e
Seglang, Narvay,
Bwilrerang

1880 2014

Al other countries

inchuding Russin
USal Baey
Suid Arabie, st

e thin 100
wthos

1850

214
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the United States, a movement
with considerable political clout
in the Republican Party.

1n their writings, the leaders of
this movement often contend
that the best way to help poor
countries wauld be to let them
develop economically by burning
fossil fuels,

“A clean, healthful, beautiful
environment is a costly good " E.

New York Times | International | p. A1, A8

Calvin Beisner, a spokesmar for
the Cornwall Alliance for the
Stewardshipof Creation, an
evangelical group, said at a re-
cent climate change denial con-
ference in Washington. “And like
any costly good, richer people
can afford more than poorer
pevple”

Energy experts counter that
poorer countries may be able to
develop their economies without
depending entirely on fossil
fuels, with new techriologies like
renewable power and eleciric
cars plunging incost and open-
ing the possibility of an enor-
mous cleanup of the world’s
energy system.

“Nobady really wants barrels
of 0il or tons of coal,” said John
D. Sterman, a professor. of man-
agement al the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology and a
founder of a think tank called
Climate Interactive. “They need
a warm, dry, safe place to live,
and aceess 1o healthy food, and
lighting when it’s dark?”

T it turns oud that those goods
canreslly be provided with clean
énergy, that mny be the eco.
nomic opportunity of the 2st
century — andincressingly.
countries like China and India
geem o see things thal way,
Recent anglyses by Climate
Action Tracker an alliante of
European think tonks, suggest
that both countries are on track
to beat the tarpets they 8ot in the
Paris Agreement, even as the
United States bachs away,

The Mew York Times asked
Climate Interactive 1o ealoulate
when Americans would have run
out of fossil fuel if the nation’s
citizens had somehow, at the
beginning of the industrial era,
been allocated a share equal to
those of the rest of the world’s
people. The calculation was
premised on limiting emissions
enough to meet international
climate goals,

The answer: Americans would
haveused up their guota in 1944,
the year the Allied armies
stormed the beaches of Mor-
mandy:

ED_013450_00000434-00002



By BHAD PLUMER

President Tramp 15 said to be
congidering withdrawing  the
United States from the Pdris oli-
mate dgreement, a landmark ac-
cord reachied in 2015 betwesn 195
countries that sesks toavoid some
of the worst effects of climate
dhange by curbing global green-
house gas emissions,

The White House savd ithas net
yer reached a final decision on

“Paris, and hundreds of corpora-
tions and world leaders are lobby-
iz the United States tostay inthe
pact, Within the administration,
somé senlor officials, incliding
Secretary of Stale Rex W Tiller-
son, have warned the president
that the diplomiatic repercussions
from leaving could be severe.

An American withdrawal would
not seutile the Pariz accord, but it
could seriously wealien global of
forts. 1o avold drastic climate
chanpe. Here's a primer on how
the Paris agreement works — and
what could happen if the United
States leaves,

YWhot doos the Pavls ciimote dosl
wetuntly do? .
Under the Paris agreement, ev-
ery cauntry submitted an lndivid
ual plan fo tackle its sreenhouce
eas emissions and then asreed o
meet regiarly to review their
progress and prod one another (o

;ratchet up their efforts as the

years went by, .

Unlike its predecessor treaty,
the Kyoio Protocel, the Paris deal
was interided to b nonbinding, so
that countries could tailor their
climateplans to thelr domestic sit
yations and alter them as circum:
stances changed. There are no
penalties for falling Short of de-

ciared tarpets. The hope was that,

through peer pressure and di-

‘plomscy, thege policies would be

strengthened overtime:.
Under the deal, the Obama ad-

SR e d

An oil refinery in Marcus Hook, Pa. Even ifthe United States withdraws from the climate agreement, individual states could continue to pursue environmental goals.

New York Times | International | p. A9
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short of de-

clared targets. The hope was that,

through peer pressure and dis
plomacy, these policies would be
strengthened over time.

Under the deal, the Obama ad-
ministration pledged to cut do-
mestic greenhouse gas emissions
26 to 28 percent below 2005 levels
by 2025 a5 well a8 to commit up to
$3 billion in aid far poorer coun-
tries by 2020, {The United States
has delivered %1 billion o date.)
China vowed that its emissions
wotild peak around 2030 and that
it would get about 20 percent ofits

‘electricity . from  carbon-free
sources by then. India would con-
tinue to reduceits carbon intensi-
ty, or €O, output per unit of eco-
nomic activity, in line with histori-

cal levels,

While thHe current pledges
would not prevéent global tem-
peratures from rising more than 2
deprees Celsius above preindus-
trial levels, the threshold deemed
unacceptably risky, therve is some
evidence that'the Paris deal’s “soft
diplomacy” is nudging countries
toward greater action. A recent
study from the Grantham Re-
search Institute found that the
mere existence of the aceord had
prodded dozens of countries to en-
act new clean-energy laws.

How would the United Siates with-

" draw from Paris?
Because the deal'is nonbinding,

% LUKE SHARRETT/BLONMBERG
An oil refinery in Marcus Hook, Pa. Even if the United States withdraws from the climate agreement, individual states could continue to pursue environmental goals.

there are nopenaltiesifthe United
States pulls out.

The Trump administration can
invoke the accord’s formal with-
drawal mechanism, which takes
four years - though American ofe
ficials could stop participating in
any future climate talks immedi-
ately. A future administration
could, if it chose, rejoin.

More radically, the Trump ad-
ministration could withdraw from
the underlying United Nations
Framework Convention on Cli-
mate Change, signaling a with-
drawal from all United Nations-
sponsored climate discussions. [t
is not yet clear which option the
vump  administration  would
hoose, if it decides to leave,

If the United States does leave,
it will join Syria and Nicaragua as
the only two countries not partici-
pating in the accord.

The United States could also
face seripus diplomatic
repercussions for leaving. Eu-
rope, China and other countries
may threaten to withhold cooper-
ation onissues the Trump admin-
istration cares about. In a more

e -

extremne case, other countries
could decide to impose carbontar
iffs on the United States,

What would withdrawa] mean for
fmericon climale eiforis?

Whether - or: not the : United
States leaves Paris, the Trumpad-
ministration will keep trying to
dismantle the Obama administra-
tion's domestic climate policies,
including the Clean Power Plan to
eurtail emissions  from. power
plants, and various regulations on
methane leaks from oil and gas
operations: Those rollbacks are
still far from assured, howevern
and enviropmentalists plan to
challenge them in court.

Pulling out of Paris would not
mean the end of all domestic ef-
forts to reduce emissions. States
like California and New York plan
to keep pursuing their own pro-
grams to clean up power plants
and vehicles. And the private sec-
tor is: already shifting toward
cleaper energy: Cheap natural
gas and renewables will continue
to. drive the retirement. of coal
plants,

But the United States would be

New York Times

doing far less about global warm-
ing than it otherwise might have
done. A recent analysis by the
Rhodium .Group estimated that,
under - Mr. - Trump’s - policies,
United States emissions will now
most likely fall 161019 percent be-

+low 2005 levels by 2025, rather

than the 26 to 28 percent that the
Obama administration pledged.

How would other nations react?

Withdrawal by the United
States could seriously undermine
global efforts to tackle global
warming — but much will depend
on how pther countries react.

Leaders in Europe, China and
India have insisted that they
would carry on tackling global
warming  without the United
States. But the precise shape of fu-
ture climate talks remains an
open question.

One possibility is that, with the
world’s  second-largest  emitter
pulting out, other countries might
feel inclined to relax their own
plans to curb sreenhouse pases.
“Even in places like Europe, you

have industry groups worried

abput competitiveness)” said Da-

vid G. Victor, a professor. of inter-
national relations at the Univer-
sity of California, San Diego. An
American withdrawal, he notes,
“makes the politics in other coun-
tries that much harder”
Developing countries like India,

Indonesia and -the Philippines

might be more reluctant to tackle
their emissions if the United
States pulled back on promised
aid to help them adjust to the
worst effects of climate change.
Not everyone is so pessimistic,
however, Luke Remp, a climate
policy expert at Australian Na-
tional University, suggests that
other countries might choose to
redouble their pursuit of cleaner
energy in the face of recalcitrance
from the Trump administration.
“In the short term you could see a
galvanizing effect” he said.
China, the world's largest emit-
ter, is poised to assume a domi-
nant role in future talks: The coun-
try is investing heavily in wind,
solar and nuclear power in an at-
tempt to level off-its once-insatia-
ble coal consumption: But it is un-
clear how far China’s leaders will
g0 in pressuring other countries

International | p. A9

to raise their ambitions. In the
past, China has argued against
rigorous transparency standards
10 review nations’ progress.

But: the rest of the world will
have alot of heavy lifting:ahead of
itz Current pledges, when added
up; put the planet on pace towarm
3 degrees Celsius or more above
preindustrial levels, an outcome
with a far greater risk of destabil-
izing ice sheets in Greenland and
Antarctica, higher levels of sea-
level rise, more destructive heat
waves and droughts, and the loss
of : vital ecosystems like coral
reefs.

One final variable: A future
American administration could al
ways change course on climate
policy — and even try to rejoin the
agreement once Mr. Trump is out
of office.

“Other countries are constantly
judging each other’s positions'in
the world,” Mr. Victor said. “If it
looks: like this administration is
only going 1o last for four years,
you might see other countries
continue to'push along on climate
and not give up.on the U.8. just
yvet. ;

ED_013450_00000435-00002




:.‘*é‘%?@r}d leaders, big firms

carbon-cutting accord

oY Purnie RUCResn.
Crys Moonsy
anp Brapy DENMIS

f?reséﬁem Trump is 501 unde- |

4 bt leaning toward with-

awing the United States imm

andmark Paris climate spran

. rent, White House officials s&i&
Wednesday, 1 move that would
honor. & campaign vow hat risk
mipturing global alliances and dis-
appointing’ both environtentals
istsand corporatetitans.

Althovgh offictals warned that
Truomy's thinking could shift be-
fore he anpounces his decision
Thursday, & US, exit from the ¢l
mgte pact could have severe rami-
fications internationally. Ttcould
raise doubts ahout the rommit-
mentof the world’s lavgest econg-
miviocurbing global warmingand
make it rore difficult to hold oth-
¢r nations thelr envirenmental
commitinents,

Allbot two countries ~— Micara-
gus and Syria = signed onto the
2015 actord, which was 4 signs-
fure diplomatic achievement for
President Baradk Obama,

The Paris agreement hag long
divided the Trump sdministra
tion, with the president teking
much of the spring to make up his
mind amid an intense campaign

PARIS CONTINUED ON A13

The price for bucking Tramp
Sen, Jeli Flake, unafraid to defy his
party, faces a GOP primary foe. 44

pressure U.5. to abide by

Washington Post
National
pp. Al, Al2
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Trump leans toward withdrawi

PARIB FROM 43

by bothsides to Influsnce hig deci-
shon.,

Secretaryof Btate Rex Tillerson
and Ivanka Trinp, the president’s
davghter and adviser, are among
those who have urg@d hinte stay
in the desl. White House chief
strategist Stephen K. Bannon and
Enviromental Protection Agency
Adnindstrator. Beott Prwdtt have
pushed for & withdrawal, which
woulde't actually be ﬁmﬁz&d 1
til near the end of Trump's term.

Although the White House sig-
nated that Tromp was likely to
announce an exit from the Paris
accord, it made no public an-
nouncement Wednesday Thrump
tweeted that hewould announds
his decision Thursdayat Spmiin
the, White' House Rose Garden,
The president has g History of
changing his mind st the lagt min-
nte, as he did in decidiog not to
pull ot of the North American
Free Trade Agreement after aides
had suggested hewould,

Al day, senior administration
officialspantionedithas Trump had
not yet made a final decision on
the climate pact — and the presi-
derit. himself seemed eager to
maintain the suspense,

“Fou're going to find out very
sgon” Tramp fold  reporters
Wednesday, 10 response to ques-
tions during a brief Oval Office
appestance  with  Vielnamese
Prime  BMmister - MNguyen Xusn
Fhae. .

Asked whether he had been
hesring from CROs trving to per-

house gagses. Und

suade b, Trump satd, “T'm hear-
ing fmm 2 Jot of people, hoth
ways.”

More than 190 notions agreed

to the aceord in December 2015 in
Piaris, and 147 have since formally
ratified or otherwise joined it in-

dmdmg the United Stares — repre-

ing more than 80 percent of

:ﬂ:ﬁ worlds greenhonss gas smis-

sions.
seébiid&arg@st ,emimrv of g:reen
the Parls
Jnited States

sgresment, the

wromised to redoce ils emissions

34 percent to 28 percent below
their 2005 levels by 2025 As of
2015, emissions were 12 percent
lower,accordingtothe U5 Energy
Information Administration,
Havd-ling contervatives biave
soneht to convinge Trump that
meeting this target would be
harmiid tothe bottom lines of LA,
businesses and would jeopardize
manufecturing jobs, ehpectally in
the Riidwest and other regions
where Trimp found deep support
Inlastvear's slection,
Thevalsohave argued that siay-
ing in the Paris agyeement could
be used as a legal tool by environ-
mental groups seeking yo fAght
Trump's envivonmerdal policies,
In addition, a group of 22 Re-

publican senators — induding
Senate Majority Leader Witch Mee
Conngll (R-Ky.) -~ wrote to Tramp

urging “a clean break” from the
Paris agreement
But Tillerson and other interna.

Honslists have argued that &

would be bensficial to the United

£

States to rewsdn part of negotine
thons snd mectines surrounding
theagreement a8 3 matter of | lever-
ageaid influence. »

Abroad range of outsiders have
lobbied Trump to remain part. of
the global paet. fromm fovmer vice
oresident Al Gore to Pape m;mm
The administration’s
triggered an ouipo
ing from rcotix
well, 95 &ppiew,
Gmer major mmgmes Hawe
strongly supported the accord.

Dartee Tramp s madden forcim
{rip last week, & number of Buro
pean leaders mnght to persuade
Trump of the magmmdﬁ of the
climate change origis and the im-
portance of mmms leadershin
o address it

Gary Cohn, the Nsmsnal Beoo-
nomie Councll dirsdtorn, told re-
porters last wesk that Trump
“seantstodotheright thing forthe
environment, He tares sbout the
snvitgnnient. But he also cares
very much sbout creating iobs for
American workers” He added, “If
those things collide, srowing onr
sconomy is goingtowin. The bres-
ident ran on growing our scong-
m}.,!u

As s candidate, Trump railed
against the Parls aocord and
pledged to serap it as part of his
“Awierics. First” agends o pro-
wmote eeonpinie nationalism and
disentangle the Unlted States
frome Internationgl sereements
that he considers harmfol

Triap alse said he thonght ofi-
mate change was 5 “hoax” ssked
by s reporter Wednesday whether

s U.S. from Paris climate accord

he still believes 3o, the president
saidonly, “Thank vou, evervbody”

News reports Wednesday that
Trimp was expected to withdraw
from the Paris’ dcgord sparked
swift and strong réactions.

Hlon Musk, the chdef exsontive
of Texlevnd g merober ol 8 White
House snanufacturing jobs advi-
sory board, tweeted thatif Trunmp
does exit, he would have “no
choice” but to end his affiliations
with the administration

itk Romney, the 2013 Bepubli-
can presaimtﬁ a’t mmitme and one
stm tweet&d “Afﬁmlmm e;)f s:lze
#ParigAgreement isnot onlv about
theclimate: Itisalso about Amerd-
ca vemaining the global leader”

Sen. Whehazsl B Beonet (Bl
lod sald leoving the Pards agree-
mentwonld amonnt toan“abdica
Hon”ol American values.

“This would be yet ancthier ex-
dsnple of President Trump’s Pur
tivg Aroerics Last agende — last
in innovation, lastin soience, and
last o international leadership)”
Bennetsuidin s statement,

{}t‘hﬁrs cheered ‘tha mmm thm:

agreamem that had b@en an
Obamalegacy item.

*President Trunmp’s o decision
sends gstrengmessagetothe snvi-
ronmeiialist movement: 0o o
werwillthe United Statesbestrong
armeai hy thelr seare tackics dn-
m%uba‘t seonomic gmwth, :«md
MeIntosly, president of the Club
for Growth, & conservative politi-
cal action group, said in a states

ment.

A party that has fullvioined the
accord, a8 the United States has,
cannot formally withdraw  for
three years after the agreernent
was entered into foree in 8016
and that i capped by an exira
yesrlong walting period. Under
those rules, Thunp eould not con-

- pletera 118, eilt fom the agree

mvent wintil Wovo4, 2020 - the day
gher the next presidential slec
tlon;

Boropean Commission. Presh
dent Jean-Clande Juncker said he
tried to explain to Trump during
theirdlimate discussions last week
that withdrawing from the pact
wasno shple task.

“Wot evervthing in internation-
al agreements 18 ‘fake pews’”
Juncker said Wedoesday He adds
o, “This notion, Tam Tremp, Tam
American, Americs First and Um
going to get out of It — that won't
happen We tried to sxplain thatto
Mr. Trump in Tsorming in clegr
erman sentences. It ssems our
attempt failed” Thorming iz the
Sicilian resort town whers the

Group of Sevenleaders met last

weelk,

Tronmp also could optto withe
draw fromithe more foundational
TN Framework Convengion on
Climare Change, which laid the

groundwork for the Parisdeal and.

was signed by President George
MW Bushand raiificd by the Sen-
ate inthe early 19908

But that is g more radical move,
whichwould further withdraw the
Thnited States fromy allinternation-
alolimate change negotistions,

Washington Post | National | pp. A1, A12
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The Trwmp sdministration al-
ready hag rolled back key Obama
administration initiatives
through executive aotion, indud-
Ing the EP&s Clean Power Flan,
which wag a key part of the U8
promdse through the Parls agree-
ment. These policies have made it
highly unlikely that the Dnited
States could honor its Paris pieﬁ,ﬁ
to sharply cut carbon digetide
siisstons.

That lesves Thunp with v
clear choloss: withdraw from
Poris agreement of revise the
erissions targets dovwnwand W
more achievalble fevel whils Ew
waining in the pact;

A downward revision would
cartainly prompt oriticlem from
the interdational communiity, but
notneariyso muchas andbandon:
ment. The Paris agresmentis, after
all, the Bt global desord on i
mrate change gction that has mans
aged to unifty both-developed and
cdevelopig nations behind 2 ,’rzw
gle frameworkto put emissiony,

Boreover, the accord i3 flexible
tivthe sense that it doss ot inen-
date that any nation achieve any
particilar evel of endissions culs.
Rather, every nation under the
agreement pledees to dothebestiy
can, andto participate ina prpcessy
inwhich nations will regularly
increase thelr - ambikiong over
tivne,

philiprucker@washpost.com
chrismoonsy@washpost.cont
brady.denvdsdrpashiposticom

Michael Bimbaumin Brussels
contributed o this report,
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esident Tromp and his advisers are de-
ating whether to withdraw the U8,

from the Paris climate accord, and ifhe
does the fury will be apocalyp-
tic--start building arks for the
catastrophic flood. Thereality
is that withdrawing is in
America’s cconcmic interest
and won't matter much to the
climate.

President Obama signed the agresment last
September, albeit by ducking the two-thirds
majority vete in the Senate required under the
Constitution for such national commitments.
The pact includes a three-vear procass for with-
drawal, which Mr. Trump could short-circuit by
also pulling out of the United Nations Franie-
work Convention on Climate Change. :

Paris was supposed 1o address the failimes of
the 1897 Kyoto protocol, which Bill Clinton
signed but George W, Bush refused to implement
anud similar outrage. The Kyoto episode is in-
structive because the U5, has since reduced
emissions faster than much of Europe thanks to
business innovation—namely, hydraulic fractur
ing that is replacing coal with natoral gas.

While legally binding, Kyoto's CO, emissions
targets weren’t strictly enforced. Buropean
countries that pursued aggressive reductions
were engaging in economic masorhism. Accord-
ing to a 2014 Manhattan Institute study, the av-
erage cost of residential electricity in 2012 was
12 cents per kilowatt hour in the U5, but an aver-
age 26 cents in the European Union and 35 cents
in Germany. The average price of electricity in
the EU soared 55% from 2005 to 2013,

Yet Germany’s emissions have incressed in
the last two years a5 more coal is burned to
compensate forreduced nuclear energy and un-
reliable solar and wind power. Last year coal
made up 40% of Germany's power generation
compared to 30% for renewables, while state

subsidies to stabilize the electric grid have

grown five-fold since 2012,

But the climate believers tried again in Paris,
this tire with goals that are supposedly vohune
‘tary. China and India offered benchmarks pegged
to GDP growth, which means they can continue
thelr current energy plans. China won't even be-
gin reducing emissions until 2030 and in the
next five vears it will use more coal.

Prosident Q%}am, memwhile, cotmitied the
1.8, to reducing emissions by between 26% and
28% below 2005 levels by 2025, This would re-
quire extreme changes in energy use. Even Mr.
Chama’s bevy of anti-carbon regulations would
get the U.5. to a mere 45% of its target.

Meeting the goals would require the Envi-
ronmentol Protection Agency to linpose sirin-
gent emissions controls onvast streiches of the
economy including steel production, farm soil
management and enteric fermentation (ie., cow

aris Climate .

U.S. emissions targets
could trap Trump if he
stays in the accord.

SCO
flatulence). Bon't laugh—California’s Alr Re-
sources Board is issuing regulations to curb bo-
vine burping to meet its climate goals,

Advocstes i the White
House for remaining in - Paris
claim the U8, hagthe right to
untlaterally reduce My, Obama’s
emissions commitments. They
say stay in and avoid the politi-
cal meltdown while rewriting
the LS., targets,

But Article 4, paragra ph 11 of the dccord
says “3 party may at any time adjust its exist-

ing nationally determined contribution with

a view to enhancing its level of ambition.”
There (s no comparable language permitting
a reduction in national targets.

Rest gssured that the Sierra Club and other
greens will sue under the Section 115 “interna-

" tional air poliution” provision of the Clean Air
Act to force the Trump Administration to en-

force the Paris standards. The “voluntary” talk
will vanish amid the hunt for judges to rule that
Section 115 commands the U8, to reduce emis-

sions that “endanger” foreign countries if those
countries reciprocate under Paris. Aftey his ex-

perience with the travel ban, Mr. Trump should
understand that legal danger.
.

The Big Con at the heart of Paris is that even

. #ts supporters concede that meeting all of its

cominitments won't pr@ven‘t more than a 0.17
degree Celsius increase in global temperatures

by 2100, far less than the two degrees that is

supposedly needed to avert climate doom.

s also rich for Europeans to complain
about the U.8. abdicating climate leadership af-
ter their regulators looked the other way as
auto makers; notably Volkswagen, cheated on
emissions tests. This allowed Europeans to
claim they were meeting their green goals with-
out harming the competitiveness of their auto
makers. The EPA had to shame the EU into in-
yestigating the subterfuge,

The U.8. lesal culture will insist on carbou

compliance even if Europe and China cheat.
Even if Mr. Trump would succeed in rewriting
U.S. emissions targets, his predecessor could
ratchet them back up. That posstbility nght de-
€1 some companies from investing in long:
term fossil-fuel production.

The simplest decision is to make a clean
break from Paris. But if Mr. Tramp doesn't want
to take the political heat for mthdrawmg on his
own, here’s a compromise: Atone for My

{hama’s dereliction and submit Parls to the

Senate for approval a3 a treaty. Thenwe can see
whether anticarbon virtue-signaling beats real-
world economic costs for Democrats from enr
ergy states like Heidi Heitkamp (North Dakota),

Joe Manchin (West Virginia) and Joe Donnelly
(Indiana).

Wall Street Journal | Opinion | p. A16
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President weighs
outright withdrawal or
fewer emissions cuts;
lobbying intensifies

By Ev STOROLS
AND BRADLEY OLsON

President Donald Trump

said he would make an an-
nouncement Thursday on the
Paris climate treaty, with three
White House officials saving
he s expected to withdraw
from the accord, although they
cautioned that the situation
may yet change,

The president said on Twit-
ter late Wednesday that he will
annonnce his decizion Thurs-
day afternoon at the White
House Rose Garden,

Under the accord, 190 coun- .

tries committed to cutting
greenhouse-gas emissions, in
an effort to combat climate
change. The agrsement aims to
keep average global tempera-
tures from rising more than 2
depgrees Celsins of 38 degrees
Fahrenheit, above preindus-
trial levels,

Under the agreement, each

crnnkiar datowminoe he ntm ot

1.5, carbon dioyide emissions hove fallen as cheaper natural gas has been roplacing coal 1o oonerate the nation’s olocteicity,

Wall Street Journal | US News | p. A4
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keep average gwbal tempera-

tures from rising more than 2 2

degrees Celsius, or 36 degreés
Fahrenheit, above preindus-
trial levels,

Under the sgreement, sach
country determines its own set
of emissions targets and a plan
to reach them.

The U.8. had pledged to cut
greenhouse-gas emissions by
26% to 28% from 2005 levels
by 2025 The US is the
world’s second-largest emitter
of carbon, behind Ching, which
has reaffirmed its own com-
mitment to meeting its targets
under the Paris accord.

According to several admin-
istration officials, Mr. Trump
had been weighing how far to
go in fulfilling a c¢ampaign
promise that he would pull the
U.8. from the accord.

Mr. Trump has also heard
from business leaders and se-
nior aides who are urging him
1ot to completely withdraw,

Because the Paris agreement
is nonbinding, Mr. Trump has
the option of lowering the emis-
sions targets for the U.S. with-
out withdrawing completely,
which could take three vears
under the original agreement.

The president met Wednes-
day with Secretary of State
Rex Tillerson, who has advo-

Wall Street Journal | US News | p. A4

b surecmont

cated remaining in the deal. &
day earlier, Mr. Trump met
with a leading voice for com-
plete withdrawal, Environmen-
tal Protection Agency Admin-
istrator Scott Pruitt,

Messrs, Pruitt and Trump
have both expressed skepti-
cism about the role of human
activity as a leading factor in
climate change.

Dozens of Fortune 500 com-
panies have lobbied the admin-
istration to remain in the

| “The EU and Chi na umﬁaﬂme
ther highest political

agreement, expressing their
collective support in a public
advertising campaign and pri-
vately in smaller mestings and
phone calls with the president,

Large companies say the ac-
cord provides a predictable
and practical framework for
reducing emissions and can
serve to boost competitiveness
and job creation while mini-
mizing business risks from cli-
mate change, One of N,
Trump's closest business al-

 leading cconor

ffi:;usit fnto the

sian of flexi

deal that wae neoded I win

lies, Dow Chemical Co. Chief
Executive Andrew Liveris, has
been seeking an Oval Office
meeting this week to make his
case, a person familiar with
the matter said.

Following reports Wednes-
day morning that a withdrawal
might be imminent, Apple Inc.
CEO Tim Cook and Tesla Inc.
CEO Elon Musk were among
the business leaders placing
calls to the White House in a
last-minute effort to persuade

Hath :w ﬂaizm m Pczm '
amf Ezrzm Peker in Brussels

the president to reconsider,
say people familiar with the
calls.

At last week’s summit of the
Group of Seven leading nations
in Sicily, European leaders also
focused their conversations
with Mr. Tromp on convineing
him of the importance of US.
leadership when it comes to
combating climate change.

# Sharcholders press Exxon for
climate 'stress fest.........B3
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Message

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

McGonagle, Kevin [mcgonagle.kevin@epa.gov]

6/2/2017 6:56:59 PM

Press [Press@epa.gov]

Newspaper clips 6/2/17 - attached

WSJ_6-2-17_Clipping_Exit.pdf; WSJ_6-2-17_Clipping_Trump.pdf; USAT_6-2-17_Clipping_opinion.pdf; USAT_6-2-
17 _Clipping_businessleaders.pdf; USAT_6-2-17_Clipping_Trump.pdf; USAT_6-2-17_Clipping_picture.pdf; USAT_6-2-
17_Clipping_differ.pdf; USAT_6-2-17_Clipping_allies.pdf; NYT_6-2-17_Clipping_OpEd3.pdf; NYT_6-2-

17 _Clipping_companies.pdf; NYT_6-2-17_Clipping_base.pdf; NYT_6-2-17_Clipping_OpEd2.pdf; NYT_6-2-

17 _Clipping_OpEd.pdf; NYT_6-2-17_Clipping_china.pdf; NYT_6-2-17_Clipping_othercountries.pdf; NYT_6-2-

17 _Clipping_condemnation.pdf; NYT_6-2-17_Clipping_economicburdens.pdf; NYT_6-2-17_Clipping_states.pdf;
WSJ_6-2-17_Clipping_companies.pdf; WSJ_6-2-17_Clipping_Opinion.pdf; WaPo_6-2-17_Clipping_OpEd2.pdf;
WaPo_6-2-17_Clipping_OpEd.pdf; WaPo_6-2-17_Clipping_chinaindia.pdf; WaPo_6-2-17_Clipping_factchecker.pdf;
WaPo_6-2-17_Clipping_goal.pdf; WaPo_6-2-17_Clipping_denounce.pdf; WaPo_6-2-17_Clipping_Trump.pdf;
WaPo_6-2-17_Clipping_states.pdf; WaPo_6-2-17_Clipping_shift.pdf

There are 29 clips for today.

New York Times — 10

USA Today - 6

Wall Street Journal -4
Washington Post -9

Kevin McGonagle

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: {202)-564-4524
megonagle kevin@epa. oy
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By Sepueen Jayas -

fovestors will fesl the e
pact of the TS5 pulloot from
the Parls olhoate agreswant In
surprising snd counterintub
thve ways,

Brwrey gionts Buon Mobil
gl ConovePhillips, both of
which supported the agree

srwent; ey oot Rit
HEARD o the marsin
{4 THE oy though the
STREEY ronventionsd wis
[ — dom has it that
they widd be winners,

Meanwhile, fature orasne
house gas eynissions mury vt be
foo differsnt from what they
sk haes been gnder g Uline
ton admindstvation, . Mavket
forees, such a3 cheap natorgd
g, will bave o bigger offe
Ut the apvecosnt wondd ha

Hlearehile, L5 rom
atmed af mesting Parls soals
wersn't hurdensome for adl
Brnoey Blobil, for sxample,
stood 1o benefit, Strister U5,
cHmaty roles may have pro-
diesd o sHght drag on the de-
mand for oil, o globyd cone
waodity of which Exvon I8 the
shathlarpest produesr, But
winild have besnes boowm fn
A nabarsl mes. o mostly
fandincked  amarket  whers
Erwon s the top producer,

Furthermors, vles mandab
ing the vapbure of groenhiouss
Zny methane, which cscapes
some R ol wells, hurds

Blease seve BXIT poge 45

& Aove'ls unikely o alter
SOTENHRE SOUrSE. i A5

& Complete dupartare will tabe
ST BORY S womsconmscnimassostrnsionin, b

Wall Street
Journal
National
pp- Al, A5
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Continued from Page One
smaller competitors far more
than Exxon or its peers. Big
oil’s wells are In large fields
near pipelines where the
methane already can be cap-
tured and turned into fuels.

Finally, Exxon sharcholders,
a majority of whom voted this
week on a nonbinding pro-
posal calling for it to reveal
the impact of complying with
climate-change rules, might
have been placated,

The trajectory of US. green-
house gas emissions under
President Donald Trump’s poli-
cies may be surprisingly mild.

Under the auspices of the
- Paris agreement, the Obama

administration pledged to re-
duce 1.5, greenhouse gas emis-
sions to between 26% and 28%
below the 2005 level by 2025
Much of that alveady is well un-
der way, though, as a result of
factors outside of any presi-
dent’s controb: slower growth
following the financial orisis,
the shale gas revolution that
has replaced a third of coal use
and shifting driving habits.
The Rhodium Group calew!
fates that the US. stll will
come close to a 17% reduction
in greenhouse gas emissions
as soon as 2020 but'then stall.
Gther policies will do rela-
tively little to meet climate
goals. For esample, state and
federal tax breaks encourage
electric-vehicle sales, but they
are just 1% of all passenger ve-
hicles sold today. Even if they

reach 5% of all vehicles on the
road by 2025, the reduction in
total  U.S. greenhouse gas
emissions would be about half
a percentage point, holding all
else equal.

{Other Cbama policies may
net have been as effective as
they  seemed.  Natural gas
should continue to - replace
older coal plants as long as
the relative prices of the fuels
remain around today's levels,
though perhaps more slowly
than before. And auto makers
woudd likely have negotiated
loopholes in efficiency rules.

There is little doubt that
some U8, industries can cele-
brate, but goverraments around
the world, and even in some
U5 states, may force US,
companies  to o adhers to
stricter rules anvway,

Air of Uncertainty

Profected 2030 emissions with pledges made i the Paris

chirnate accord

China
Uus.

India

EU
ndonesia
Russia
Brazil

Japan

ey

Sourger Richel den Elzen, PEL Netherlnds
Environmental Assetument Agenty

w

& With pledges
& Whithout pledges

tn tiftons of metic teng of
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President says he will
either demand better
terms or craft a new
deal to aid US. industry

By Bul Stoxons

President Donald Trump said
Thursday he will withdraw the
LS, from the Paris climate ac
cord Inan effort o boost the
nation's industry and indepen-
dence, making a dramatic shift
in policy despite intense lobby-
ing from business: leaders and
elose allies,

“Iwas elected to represent
the citizens of Pittsburgl, not

Paris,” By Trump said, calling
the decision a2 “reassertion of
o soversigniy”

My Trump said he would be-
gin negoitations to-either re-en-
ter the Paris agreement-under
new terms or crafl a new deal
that-he fudpes fair 10 the ULE,
and its workers.

Several oountries dmmedi
ately rejected that ides, Thring

a phone call Thursday, President.

Ermmanuel Macron of France
told My Trump thatthe Paris
agreement cant-be changed,
and he issuedajoint statement
with the leaders of Germany
and Italy that the accord “cap-
not be renegotiated.”

Wy, Trumyp, framing his decl-

sion maosthy in economic and po-
litical teyms, pointed to the
agreement’s lesser requirements
for the worlds other leading
carbon emditers, Chinag and In-
¢dia. Me volced his concern for
protecting the environment and
eschowed any reiteration of his
past claims that climate change
i1t veal, but he said his dect-
sion 15 mooted in protecting the
country's interests,

“This agreement 1S less about
the climate and more about
othey countries gaining a fnan-
clal advantage” over the L5,
the GUPE president said,

Mo Trump's action repre-
sents a 180-degree turn from
the environmental agenda of his

Demogratic pradecessor, former
President Barack Obama, whose
administration helped orches-
trate the  agresment, which
pledged the 1LA to reduce car-
bon emissions. Mr. Trump's de-
cision was cheered by some do-
mestic industries, notably cogl,
oil-and-gas companies, nchd-
ing Murray Energy Corp, the
counttry's larpest privately held
woal miner,

But some large L8 corporg-
tioms opposed the move, includ-
ing Fxxon Mobil Corp., General
Electrie: Cooand Apple Ing,
whose chief exerutives all pub-
licly argued in favor of remain-
ing inthe pact CAfter Mr

Piease see IMPACT page AS

~ Wall Street Journal

National
pp. Al, AS
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Continued from Page One
Trump's anncuncement, Tesla
Ing. Chief Executive Flon Musk
and Walt Disney Co. CEQ Robert
Iger sald they would withdraw
from the president’s advisory
councils,

Some big companies said ex-
iting the deal would have little
mmediate impact on their in-
vestments and strategies be-
cause they are facing customer
and shareholder demands o re-
duce greenhouse-gas emissions.
They also operate in other coun-
tries, and in U8, states, where
climate rules remain a fact of
jife, 50 they continue to face
EOVEIIINENT Pressure. '

The decision on the climale
deal came after months of tense
debates within a divided West
Wing ard Intense speculation in
the 48 hours leading up to the
announcement.

Secretary of State Rex Tiller-
sott pressed the president to

{ keep the US. in the Parls ae
Ccord, as did Defense Secretary
CJim Mattis and leaders at the
Pentagon, who have long viewed
combating climate change a3 a
matter of natienal security,

Senior adviser Steve Bannon
amd Environmental Protection
S Agency  Administrator Scott
P Pruitt led the internal push to
Fpersuade Mre. Tramp to folow
i thwough on bis campaign pron-
ise to withdraw from the Paris
accord. Following the presi-
. dent’s speech, Mr. Pruitt closed
coub the ceremony by praising
Wr. Tramp for his “unflinching
cnmitment to put America
first,” and he characterized the
withdrawal as a “historic resto-
ration of American ecenomic in-
dependence”

Lawnmnskers reactions split
farpely along party lines, with
wny Republicans saving B
Tromnp's decision would un-
shackle domestic industry and
ereate jobs,

Senate  Majority  Leader
Whtch MeCommell (R, Ky.) said
My, Trinnp’s decision dealt “an-
gther significant blow o the
Obama administration’s assault
on domestic energy production
and jobs”

Bul many Democrats orit
chzed the Paris exit, saving Mr
Trump was relinguishing lead-
ership on an important issue,

Len, Chuck Schumer of New
York, the chamber's Democratic
jeader, said the decision to with-
draw was g “devastating failure
of historic proportions.”

Exit Draws Rebule,
Resolve Abroag

A rift In-Antarctica’s Larsen C ]

PARISWorld teaders vowed
to stick with the 2015 Paris ac
cord without the US, amid cone
cems about the deals long-term
petitical support and the need o
replace bions of dollars that
Washington had pledged in -
mate-change finance.

A chorys of leaders Thursday
criticired President Donald
Teurs's decision. French Prest
dent Emmanued Macron, German
Chancellor Angeta Merkel and
tatian Prime Minister Paolo Gene
o spoke by phone after Mr,
Trump's spesch, The three lead-
ars issued a stalerment saying
the Paris aoord s Nireversitie.”

in a statement, Japan's gov-
eromment called the US move

Pittsburgh Mavor Bill Peduto,
a Democrat, wrote on Twitter
that despite My, Tromp saving
hie represented the people of his
city, most voters there sup-
ported Hillary Clinton in the
presidential election. *T can as-
sure you that we will follow the
suidelines of the Paris Agree-
ment for our people, our scon-
oty & future,” he wrote,

Although the final decision
rernained in doubt vight up untd
the president’s emphatic state-
ment Thursday afternoon, My
Trump had drafted the resoju-
tion to withdraw from the Parls
agreament two weeks ago. ac-

“regrettable Bt ds environ-
ement rinister was more candid
at'anews tonference. s as if
theyve turmed their backs on
the wisdom of humanity” Koichi
Yermamoto told reporters.

Yows from Belling, Pais
and other capitals to defend
the international agreement
might keep it on track in the
short term. But officisls and
analysts say the deals long-
tarm future s in danger,

“Your cant pick up the slack
of the worlds second-largest
ernitter” said Paud Bodnar, who
lad the cimate finance negotia-
fions for the LS. in Paris.

The USs willingness under
the Obama administration to
propose major emissions reduce
fions and put money on the tar
He helped solidify globiad consen-
sus behing the deal i also
heiped persuade politicians

cording to a person familiar
with the internal deliberations
that pitted Messrs. Bannon and
Pruitt against much of Mr.
Trump's economic and national-
security advisers, as well as his
own family.

But the president was reso-
lute, telling his team that there
were too many costs and that
the US. would no longer be
laughed at for participating in
such deals, a person familiar
with the matter said

He sald he wanted to deliver
a campalgn promise o “my
people” meaning his base of
voters, this person said. “He

“shelf has been expanding n recent months.

wond-wide of the need to seek
more armbitious cuts and chan-
nel more moeney ite the fight
against global warming, offigials
ang experts say,

The UA oing wartom Synia
argf Wicaragua as the only na-
tions not participating in the deal.

& piftar of the deal called
for wealthy nations to provide
at least $100 hitlion a year in
financing to developing coun-
fries, The goal was to shift the
entire course of economic de-
velopment in poorer nations, di-
recting them to renewable en-
grgy before they become
dependent on fossit fuels,

Governments acknowledged
that rich nations need to mobi-
fize significertly more then S100
bitlion each vear to ensure that
emissions in poor nations dont
3080 a8 thew economiss grow,

Mntthew Dalton

fnoked at this like It was 3 union
deal—slap them In the face, and
then renepotiate,” the person
said,

Mr Obama issued a stale-
ment Thursday standing by the
Parls aceord and the LS. ol in
forging it

Renegotiating the agreament
or entering under new terms
could be very difficult in prace
tive, since nearly all nations
agreed on the deal in 2015, and
ipding economies have said
they would continue with the
original deal if the 1.8, leaves,

Other countries—led by Eu-
ropean nations—place a wuch
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higher Importance on coopera.
fion to curb climate change, 50
Mr. Trump's move could reduce
his flexibility in working with
world leaders, especially if the
withdrawal from the Paris
agreement affects public attl
tude toward the U8,

“It will undercut the trust
that other countries have in the
US in entering into agree-
ments~trade agreements,
agresinents on security issues,
you ~name i85 said o David
Waskow, director of the Intemna-
tional climate initiative at the
World ' Resources Institute, an
srvironmental think tank.

Backing away from climate
commitments could also shift
some nvestmenis in potentially
aerative green-energy technol
ey away from the US, and o
ward eronomic rivals, inchuding
China, which pledeed massive
investment in renewsnble energy
throigh the pack

“It i going to lead © major
corporations and nations part-
nering with Ching,” said Paul
Bledsoe s fornier climate offi-
cinl in the Clinton adiministra-
tionand lecturer at’ American
University In Washington,
A Tranp administration offt-
clal said Thursday the president
& sincere in supporking & passi-
ble renegotiation of the deal or
a provess for the US. toreenter
under different terms, which
eold inclade ess ambitious
smidssions targets, but offersd
fittle additional clarity on'what
concessions might satisfy the
administration and’ how it
planned o engage the nearly
200 countries involved in g re-
negotiation,

The Parls accord: allowed
participating courndries to deter-
mine their own set of emissions
fargets and Pans 1o reach them
with the broader gosd of keep-
ing average global temperatures
from rising more than 2 degrees
Celsius, or 3.8 degrees Fahren-
hieit, above preindustrial levels,
That level iz considered by oli-
male scientists to he the dangey
threshold, heyond which dam-
ags 1o the planet would becoms
irreversible.

The LS. had pledeed to out
greenhouse-gas emdssions by
£68% 10 28% from 2005 levels by
2025 The U.S. I the worlds
second-largest ‘emitter of car-
bon, behind Ching, which has
reaffirmed its own cormmitment
1o mesting s targets under the
Paris acoord,

— Willim Mauddin,
Bussell Gold, Janet Hook
aned Michae! O. Bender
confributed 1o this article,

Wall Street Journal
National
pp. Al, AS

ED_013450_00000442-00003



CLIMATE CHANGE

Diecades from now — if sea lev-
els continue rising, polarice caps
keep melting and weather pat-
TRIIS ErOW SVEr more extrerme —
people might well look back at
the spring of 2007 as a'hey turn-
ing point in the failed effort to
stave off catastrophic, human-in-
duced climate change. ,

President Trumps  decision
Thursday to withdraw the United
States, the worlds second largest
emitter of heat-trapping varbon
diovide, from the Paris climate
agreement deals a body blow to
one of the best - hopes for slowing
a cruainous oorise in U global
temperatires,

By hreaking ranks iwith nearly
200 nations, the United 'States
ioing only Syris (which is riven by
eivil war) and Nicaragua (which
thinks the Paris agreement isn’t
ambitious “encughl as” the odd
pountries out - The Trump cad-
ministration’s action abdicates
America’s moral leadership and
makes it gasier for other nations
to renege o thelr own pledges to
curb greenhouse-gas ernissions.

In making his reckless deci-
sion, Trump defied the advice of
the worlds leading climate scien-
tists: ' OF Pope Francis and other
religicus leaders. OF the leaders of
the seven wealthiest democracies.
OF major corporations, inchuding
Chevron, Google, Facebool and
Apple. Of members of his own in-
ner circle, including son-in-law
Jared . Kushner  and  daughter

G&Eﬁmﬁﬁ&%% GAS%S

{vanka. OF his own secretary of

State, a former EBxoniMobil CEO,

And Trump ignoted the wishes
of most Americans, sevién out of
10 of whom favor the Parig
agreement.

Bub the president — prodded
by chief stralegist Steve Bannon,
Environmental Protection Agen-
oy administyator Boott Pruitt and
conl-stale Republicans in Cone
gress = thinks he knows better
At Thursdays Bose Garden an-
nouncement, Trump srgued that
the 2015 agreement “handicaps
the United Staies economy,” even
though thers is no binding dexl,
only voluntary pledges by sach
nation o reduce greenhouse gas
emissions,

He expressed concern about

iph-killing restrictions. Yet the

Paris accord restricts nothing. In-
stead, it relies on peer pressure
agd transparency to Hrnit global
warming (e a more olerable leve

el Trump counld have revised

President Obama’s pledpes with-

s outending US, participation

Trump made s nod toward re-

negotiating the Parls agreement,
v orafting an entirely new pact

that would be “falr? to the United

‘btates, Bul its hard to imagine

other nations rushing back to the
bargaining  taple  after  Trump
walked away from an agrésment

that grew out of decades of ardu-

ous climdte talks

Cither poverniments, notablyin
the Furopean Union and Ching,
vow o forge ahead developing
the cleancenergy  technologies
that will be the drivers of eco-
nomic growth in the 21st century.
But global warming is a problem
that requires o global selution
The margin for titing the planet
away from catastrophic olimate
change.in the future s slim, and
ro matter the slack picked up by

other nations in the absence of
S leadership) 10 might not be

eyough.

The 45th president dreams of a
legacy where America ig great
sgain. There was' no greatness in
the decision he rendered Thurs-
day,just the heightened prospect
of a climate-stricken globe left
hehind for future generstions.

_the climate dea

118, economy nearly 83 trillion
and mome thzm & m}ﬂmn m{im»

There iss htiiﬁ evidence that ihe

USA Today | Opinion | p. 7A

v&ﬁ.lflltl(}ﬁ, la—:‘gdliv %}mdmg irmmd

Hes Crequire 4 Geo-thivds
majoriteofthe :Emmm

cipal poal
tiated  what  our letmr
supgested: ‘”M;;gke a.ciean break
from the Paris .

Sm {fagév ‘%%zée o E«Msss is

 amember of the Environment &
. Public ‘i%'mfsx Commitiee
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1 14 3 5 114 1 , theaconrd is vou lose yourseat at
Paris exit j@@pamzzeg ability to negotiate, experts warn ety ol for Al et
: mate talks to come” says Shavle
¥ann of GTM: Besearch, which
does . market analysision negt-
generation  energy solutions, “If

talize on the globes shift to re-
newable resources,
Leaving the Paris agréement

ment is likely to give a small and
immediate 18 to the oil and coal

Marco dells Cava,

Jon Swartz, Paul Davidson industry, which makes good on'a
and Nathan Bomey persistent campaign promise: Jeopardizes: the United States’  youw're notable to negotiate bilat-
1A TODAY But, economistsand energy ex- ability to be agloballeader innew  eral agreements, that can impact
ports warn, over timethe contro-  clean technology. developments  US exports of our own: leading-

versial decision to drop outofthe  andsellthose Insights 1w oa world  edge technology”
Trump's decision runs counter

international pact Yo help stems  hunpry for cheap energy, experts

climate change may hamper the  say ; .
nation'’s ability to inancially capi- “The biggest danger in leaving

~——HYSA Today | Money | pp. 1B, 2B

SAN  FraNcIsco President
Trump's decision Thursday 1o
exit the Paris climate agree-

B STORY CONTINUES ON 2B
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# CONTIMUED FROM:

to the advice of some of his clog~
est advisers, including danghter
Tvanka, 1t also fies in the face of
pleas from everyone from Fowon

CEO Darren Woods, who wrote

Trump asking him to keep the

115, seat at the bargaining table,

to Tesla CEO Elon Musk, who has
made good on his vow to quit the
presidents econosic counell if
Tromp opted out of Parls.

“Clmate change is real” BMusk
tweeted. “Leaving: Pards i not
good for America or the world”

Other business leaders resc-
tng swiftly and negatively (o the
news, included. Salssforee foun-
der Mare Benioff and Microsoft
UEG Satys Nadella

Benioff tweeted that he was

“deeply disappointed” by the de-
cision, noting that his company
would continue o strive 6 run
only renswable energy.
- Madella tweeted that “climate
change is anurgent issue that de-
mands global action” and linked
to - Microsoft  President Brad
Semith's blog post that noted 2
weeksdong effort to lobby, along
with other business leaders, the
“White Fouse o stay in the agree-
ment.

In making the announcement,
Trump seemed to leave the door
epen for joining 2 modified global
pact under terms he believes are
more favorableto the LS

“We are getting out” Trump
said at o White House ceremony.
“But we will start to negotiate,
and we will see i we can makea
degl thats fair And if weooan,
that’s great”

Kannis among those who
don't-see s big-immediate eco:
nomic effert on the clean-energy
movement in the US ag a result
of the.decision. He says that
Americans ultimately vote with
their pocketbooks, which means
any clean-energy solutions that
can reduce their. monihly Iulls
willcontinue o get support.

In the short run, withdrawing
from the accord will negate the
irnpact of possible carbon emis-
sions fees on gas and electricity
eosts, sconomist Gregory Daco of
Oxford  Feonomics  says.  And
dMark Zandi, chief economist of
KMoody's Analviics, notes the de-
vision will Bhely slow joblosses in
fossil fuel industries, such ss coal,

USA Today | Money | pp.

FRANCIRCD
coiporate leaders we
ek to reac
o President
Tramp’s devi-
sionn o Thurse
day tapull the
LS from the

BN,
cand.

Tesin CEO

Flon o Musk

m:?»;%mw miele ggﬂd,{}l‘ﬁ

 Tesla CEQ. ke theeat 1o
Flon Mushk

leave Trump’s
CEG -stacked
oramic council which he
promised fo do ifthe presi-
"ha&k on the
nations  that
pledging to fight
shange, lmmp argg:imd
ther messures im-
posed by such 2 group waild
hamper US economic growth
sk had oreviously de-
fenided his decision to be s part
of Trump’ advisory group, ar-

as well as job gaing in renswable
energy, such as solar and winds,
But, Zandi adds, employment
inveosl already has been shrinking
in part because natural gas has
become o cheaper and cleaner

‘power source. And renewable ens

ergy siready has seen job growth,
partly as a result of state man-
dates and lower prices that have
encouraged many home owners
to install solar panels on ‘their
rooftops, for example. As a result,
the short-term effect on US. eme
plovment lkely would amount to
Just several thousand additional
Jubs, Zandi says.

“Why would youtry 1o help the
coal industry while reducing in-
vestment in future energy such as
solar, wind agd. storage? This is
cragy,” says Mike Phillips, CEG of
Sense, makerof a high-tech pow-

Businesses,

Oth@r waa‘tmm that  ex-

pressed  disappointment with
the presidents decision.

¥ Facebook, In a post on

the stelal networking site, CEG

Mark Duckerberg sald, SWithe
drawing from the Parls climate
agreement is bad for the envie
ronment, bad for the economy,
and it puts our eh;ﬂdmn 5 fumm
abrisk® '

B Twitter.

vvJack : Dm*gey;,

CRO and ro-founder of Twitter,
wsed Trump's favorite method
of communication o toke him
to task This is an incredibly
shortsighted move backwards
by the iedemi gmvemmﬁnt

Diorsey twwiuﬁ
L The computing gl
ant posted g message on i
website Creaffirming 18 supe
port” for the Paris agreement.
IBM CEO Ginn Bometty s on
the evonomic advisoery council
that Musk and Iger justieft,.

er-measurement device for smart
homaes,

Joby ereation in renewable en-
ergy dwarfs cosl, which swas an
ohsession ~with Triump -on  the
campaigrtrail; Phillips says, cit-
ing a Department of Energy re-
port in January that noted the
eost  industry  employs . about
160,000 in the 115 and is shrink-
ing, while jobs are growing in the
areas of energy-efficiency {22

millon), natural gas 400000,
sodar, {3P40001  and . wind
{102,0001.

Zandl save Trump's decision
mskes it less Hkely the US will be
at the forefront’of clean energy
innovation, possibly costing the
country 35 many as hundreds of
thousands. of jobs over the next
decade or two, “Were not going
s bead the way)” he says,

1B, 2B
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TRUMP SAYS IT PLAINL

USA Today | News | pp. 1A, 2A

‘WE’RE GETTING OUT’

Gregory Korte
Epregorykorte
USATODAY

% WASHINGTON
President Trump's

o decision Thursday -

. to withdraw from
= o the Paris climate
agreement put the rest of the
world on notice about a decision
he had already made: to stop im-
plementing the Obama-era poli-

-Inrejecting
climate accord,
he declares
America
comes first —
but he’s open
to renegotiate

cies-that would have allowed the
United States to meet its commit-
ment to reduce greenhouse gases,

But in making the long-awaited
announcement, the president also
added a signature Trump condi-
tion: that he would be willing to
renegotiate the agreement on
more favorableterms.

“So were getting out, but we
will start to negotiate, and we'll see
if we can make a deal that’s fair)”
he said. :

Under the terms of the interna-
tional accord to reduce green-

World loaders,
scientisis reast

Condemnation is swift
from all corners 24

U.S. may have given up
its financial leverage 18

house gases, the earliest a nation
can formally withdraw is Novem-
ber 2020 — the same month
Trump faces re-election. But be-

¥+ STORY CONTINUES ON 254
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' trade and s

VCI|mute nl Wos unftur

cause the greenhouse gas reduc-

tion | targets . are _
voluntary, Trump said, he
“would immediately. “cease all
implementation. of the non-
bmdmg Pans Aecord”

renegamnon
W firmly be

.,;’negaﬁated since it

German Chancellor  Angela
Merkel and French President
Enunangel Macron,.

Inahalf hour speech in the
- White House Rose Garden,
Trump did not address the sci-
entific consensus that rising
global temperatures, almost cer-
. tainly caused in part by human
activity since the industrial rev-
olution; ar¥ a threat to the piaw
et. He has called that science

Yan e;xpenswe hoax* perpeﬁab

i edbythe Chinese.
" Instead, Tromp camplmned
that other countries had at-
tached too many conditions to
...their commitments — lmownas

nationally determined contri-
‘butions. -~ to reduce carbgn f

emissions. As he

largely

- Paris Agreemem cannot be re-

~ jobsand ensuring energy inde-

was elected to represent the cit-
izensof Pittsburgh, not Paris”
China, for example, said it
would begin reducing ernissions
beginning in 2030 — meaning it
could canhnue to buﬂd eoal-

hose jobs out of
d s}ups 'I:hem to

pendence. In March, he szgmd

most of the environmental reg-

ulations the Obama administra:
fion had used as a down
payment toward its nationally
determined contributions,

Sull; the restof the world was
watching to see how far Trump
would go in backing out of the
deal. The White, House said
Trump “personally gxpiamed”
his decision Thursday in a call
sith o the leaders of Canada,
France, Germany anzi the Umt—
ed Kingdom. ,

Trump cast the dec:swn in

_terms of his campaign promise

to “put America first,)” reassert-

_ing American vsovereigmy. He
made his announcement in the
. same place where President
Obarr‘ ),h '

d the agreement as
' mt for our pianet“

USA Today
News
pp. 1A, 2A
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World leaders slam Trump’s move

USA Today
News
p. 2A

RAER JEPLLERL AP
Members of the German environmental group BUND demonstrate in Berlin on Thursday with signs reading, “Save Climate.”
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Critics, suppbriers
differ widely about
withdrawal’s effect

Dovle Rice
LSA TODAY

"President Trump’s decision to
pull the 1.5, out of the Paris cli-
mate agreement drew the ire of
top environmental and science
groups Thursday, who called it a
major step backward both for the
climate and the country as alead-
er in environmental issues,

The U.5. might as well putupa
“closed for business” sign up
across America, said Nathanie]
Kechane of the Environmental
Defense Fund. “Both for symbolic
and practical purposes, it signals
an American leadership retreat.”

Jake Schmidt of the Natural
Resource Defense Council said
that “stepping back from such a
historic agreement means we're
not prepared to be leaders on
the global stage”

The 197-member Paris climate
agreement requires every country
to establish ambitious targets to
reduce the greenhouse gases that
cause global warming Only two
countries dide't sign: Nicaragua
angd Syria, The US, is the second-
leading emitter of greenhouse gas
emissions behind China,

Despite Trump’s declaration
that the Paris Accord is abad deal
for the U.S. because of the “draco-
nian financial and economic bur-
dens the agreement imposes on

our country,” Keochane said com~.

panies looking to invest in clean
energy such as solar and wind
will just go to Europe or China in-
stead, taking away jobs from the
15, “The losers will be American
families and workers and busi-
ngsses of being at the cutting
edge of clean economy,” he said,
*The move had its defenders.

The clinmaté treaty “is climati-
cally insignificant,” said Patrick
Michaels, a climatologist at the
Cato Institute, a libertarian think
tank. He said the deal would low-
er global warming only by less
than four-tenths of degree by
2100, a finding the Massachusetls
Institute of Technology reported.

In addition, private invesi-
ments in technological innova-
tion mean America already leads
the world in reducing carbon di-
oxide emissions from power
plants, Michaels said “We did
that without Paris, and we will
continue our exemplary leader-
shipwithout it.”

Fred Palmer of the free-market
think tank Heartland Institute,
which has received funding from-
oil and gas companies, said Trump
will set”the US. down- a path
“where our fossil fuel resources
areunleashed to power our future
and drive our prosperity”

The “anti-fossil-fuel Paris Ac-
cord ... is a disastrous plan for
working men and women and the
country itself —and he pledged to
discard it in the presidential cam-
paign,” Palmer said.

USA Today | News | p. 2A
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‘Disappointed,”

‘angry’ allies vow
to continue their
efforts on climate

Jessica Durando
and Oren Dorell
VBATODAY

World leaders condemned
President Trumps decision
Thursday to pull out of the Paris
climate agreement.

Although the president said he

was willing to work for a better
deal, France, Italy and Germany.

said in a joint statement that the
accord can not be renegotiated.

German Chancellor Angels -

Merkel, French President Em-

-manuel  Macron and Italian

Prime Minister Paclo Gentiloni
urged allies to “speed up” efforts
to fight against climate change
and said they would do more to
help poorer countries.

Paris City Hall was illuminated
in green Thursday night afler
Trump’s announcement,

Canadian Prime Minister Jus-
tin Trudeau took to Twiiter to
criticize tiie president’s decision,
saying his country is “deeply
disappointed”

“We are all custodians of this
world, and that is why Canada
will continue to work with the
118, at the state level, and with
other U5 stakeholders, to ad-
dress climate change and pro-
mote clean growth,” Trudeau said
inn a statement.

Scotland’s First Minister Nico-
la Sturgeon called the decision
“irresponsible”

Prime Minister of Denmark
Lars Rasniussen said it was a “sad
day for the world.”

Former Mexican president
Vincente Fox tweeted that
Trump has “surrendered the
hopes and future of a nation.”

“He’s declaring war on the
planet itself)” Fox added.

Belgian Prime Minister
Charles Michel also weighed in:
“I condemn this brutal act. ..
Leadership means fighting cli-
mate change together. Not for-
saking commitment.” :

Earlier Thursday, Russia said
it supported the climate agree-
ment. “President {Viadimir) Pu-
tin signed this convention in
Paris. Russia attaches great sig-
nificance to it,” Kremlin spokes-
man Dmitry Peskov said in acall
with reporters, the Independent
reported. “At the same time, it
goes without saying that the ef-
fectiveniess of this convention is
likely to be reduced without its
key participants.”

In China, premier Li Kegiang
promised to work with the EU to
uphold the accord, saying there is
a “global consensus” and an “in-
ternational responsibility” to
fight climate change, the Associ-
ated Press reported. “China in re-
cent yvears has stayed true to its
commitment,” he said in Berlin.

USA Today
News
p. 2A
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Biil MeXibhen

OPLE say, if all you have is a
ammer. thén every problem
lnoks like a nail. We should be so
lucky. President Trump bas aham-
mer, but all he'll use it for 13 to smash
things that others have built, as the world
looks on i wonder and in fear The latest,
most troubling example is his decision to
obliterate the Paris climate accord: After
nearly 200 years of scientific inquiry and
over 20 years of patient diplomacy that
united every nadon save Svria and
Nicaragua, we had Thursday's big game-
show Rose Garden reveal: Count us out.

1% a stupid and recliess decision —our
navon’s dumbest act since launching the
warinlrag Butits ot stupid andreckless
Inthe normalway lnstead, tamountsoa
thorough repudiation oftwo of the clvilie-
ing forces on our planet: diglomacy and
Sefence. 1t underets our civilization's
chances of surviving global warming, but
it also undercuts our civilization itself,
Since thal civilizabion rests i large meas-
ure o those o forces:

Beience first. Sincethe sariv I800s we've
been slowly bur surely Henring out the
mystery of how our climate operates —
why our planet s wormer than U should
be, given its distance from the sun. From
Bourier to Foote and Tyndall, Gom Arche.
niis 1o Revelle and Suess and Keeling, re-
searchers have worked out the role that
earbon  diaxide and ather presahouse
pases play in regulading temperatire, By
the 19805, a8 supercomputers 161 us model
the climate with ever prester power, we
vaine to understand our possible fate

And now, in this millennium, we've
watched the warning -start to play out.
We've seen 20 set a new global tem-
perature _record, which was smashed in
2015 and smashed again in 2016, We've
watched Arctic sea ice vanish at a record
pace and measured the early disintegra-
tion of Antarctica’s great ice sheets. We've
been able to record alarming increases in
drought and flood and wildfire, and we've
been able to link them directly to the
greenhouse: gases we've poured into the

atmosphers. This I8 i lorpestanaie au
amplein the planet’s history ol the mdeniit,
ic method in operation, the continuing di-
alectic between hvpothesis and skepticism
'ém arrband cventuali ot o abinne consag
4 ahv sheer el diuds oF g
g:;%ami %o mabnidnuie Batiesnl neante the
wrrhd el dnderaraad Be Bhainines
e e e O
the wesh sler %iammm Samcv amnched
infa WUl Biessn tien chiene Waiming
St
By vy Pratileny Teom dand 08 B
publicon seiateeradib weats aleiter Aal
b b o tabe dhe wiens 8 berdae shar ol
o b e seennes B TRl foesandly
gatten olabal orming g folis dusine the
campaign, and with this decinies ek wae
gering that he was actuaily right — hes
calling his own bluff. Noline of argument in

Quitting the Paris accord
undercuts the planet’s
best hope.

the physical world supports his claim, and
no credible authority backs him, not here

and not abroad It's telling that he si-
multaneously wants to cut the funding for

the satellites and ocean buoys that moni-
tor our deprading climate. The data they
collect migke ¢lear his foolishness.

‘Butit'snot just sclencethat he's blowing
up. The Paris accord was a high achieve-
ment of the diplomatic art, a process much
messier than science, 4nd inevitably in-
volving compromise and unseemly con-
cession. Still ‘after decades of work, the
world’s negotiators managed to bring
along virtually’ every nation: the Saudis
and the:low-lying Marshall Islanders, the
Chinese and the Indians. Cne hundred and
ninety-five nations negotiated the Paris
aecord, including the United States.

The dysfunctional American political
process had already warped the process,
of course. The reason Paris is a series of
voluntary agreements and not a real
treaty is because the world had long since

® ]

CIS10

tidersitnd e n0 Dindiny docnment
o svar ot barsahivds of the vote in our
sibanaked Senare. And that's despite the
Toos that she novesment anks vary lie of
W President Bavael Ot ol ohin
wway froon eodl Head sesone sl towarg
Biheranibare curg swanld Bede satiatiad
s ohlizailone.

Thoseohanees snd sl ones s
to b other nations, woald b bve e
giobal worndine They s b siaall B
the hone of Paris v it the ety wold
send sueh o s sloaad B the Gl
sovrrnments ol ln ennital saebans tha
e earears senasdel beamieog Hone o nil s
cailing: that shadies Intn aatinn by dhe s
sard weeiwanld arae? ol Sl Toetae
ima«mé Penswible snerny mavhe sven
St enodsh b ek cahine up wnh e
phunsatalobalworming Thareare diang
that this bas by Manmening T sl
netins btes of ol suessy dask gl
spebne perusodied Tedls fe Biede o Baee
Silanned onvmmsnion of ol sliomis i fhuee
B vrves onlae ponel aregustn catelo T v
Tl 18 choatine oo siliins an fioe an i
can bl toriineg.
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seady pites aed stdtes ave committing to
100 percent renewable enerpy. Atlanta was
the latest. We will make sure that every
leader who hesitates and waffles on cli-
mate will be seen as another ‘Donald
Trump, and we will make sure that history
will judge that name with the contempt it
deserves. Not just because he didn’t take
climate change seriously, but also because
he didn't take civilization seriously, 0

BILL McKIBREN (5 a founder of 350.0rg and'
teaches environmental studies at Middle-
bury College.
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By DANIEL VICTOR

Soon after President Trump an-
nounced that the United States
would back out of the Paris cli-
mateaccord, severallarge compa-
nies. based in the United States
that had supported the interna-
tional pact said they were disap-
pointed by the decision and would
continue their environmental ef-
forts,

And two chief executives who
saton Mr Trump's economic advi-
sory council said they were leav-
ing that group because they dis-
apreed with the move,

Some ‘companies that bought
full-page newspaper ads last
month in support of the pact re-
acted quickly on Thursday, But so
did others, particularly in the coal
industry, “that supported® Mr
Trump's decision.

Yesla and SpaceX
Elon Musk, founderof Tesla and

SpaceX, said he would leave an
advisory council for Mr Trump,
writing on Twitter: “Climate
change-is real. Leaving Paris is
not good for Amenca or.the
world.”

Gilsney

Robert Ao Iger, Disney’s chief
executive, .also announced on
Twitterthat he would nolonger be
an advisory councilmemberas™a
matter of principle”

General Elactrie

Jeff dmmelt, GEs. chairman
and chief executive, said on Twit-
terthat he was disappointed with
Mr Trump's decision, adding, “In-
dustry must now lead and not de-
pend ongovernment.”

Facebook

Mark Zuckerberg, the chief ex-
ecutive, wrote on his Facebook
page that withdrawing was ¥bad

for the environmeni, bad for the
economy, and it puts our chil
dren's future at risk.”

Twittor and Sguare

Jack Darsey, the chief executive
of both companies; also took:to
Twitter, where he wrote: “This is

‘an incredibly shortsighted move

backwards by the federal govern-
ment. We're all on this planet to-
gether and we need to work.to:
gether”

Google

On. Twitter, Sundar Pichai, the
chiefexecutive, said that'the com-
pany would “keep working hard
for a cleaper, more prosperous fu-
ture for all.”

Goldman Sachs

Lioyd Blankfein, thechisfexec-
utive, addressed the exit from the
accord-in his. first tweet, saying,

“Miodave decision is a setback for

the environmentand for the US)s
leadership position in the world”

ficrosoft

In"4 statement; Brad Smith,
Microsoft's president, said in part
that participation “benefits 1.8,
businesses and the economy in
importantand multiple ways,” like
strengthening — competitiveness
and. creating new markets for
clean techneologies. He concluded,
“Our experience shows us that
these investments and innova-
tions are good for our planet; our
company; our cusmmers and the
economy”

Arngzon

The company wmte in g series
of tweets: :

fAmazon mmmues to support
the Paris climate agreement and
action-on climate change. We be-
tieve thar robust clean energy and
climate policies ¢an ‘suppert

1es React to Decisio

American competitiveness, inno-
vation, and job growth. We remain
committed. to putting our scale
and inventive culture to work in
ways that:are gaod for the.enviv
ronment and our customers.”

Musray Energy

The Ohio-based company, one
of the country's largest - coal
producers, praised the decision
The chief executive, Robert E.
Murrdy, said in-a'statement:

“In following through on his
pramise, President Trumpis sup-
porting America’s uncompromis-
ing values, saving coal jobs, and
promoting low-cost, reliable elec-
tricity for Americans and the rest
of the world”

mm i

“iBM supported - and still
supports — U.S. participation in
the Paris Agreement,” it saidina
statement, adding: :

New York Times | International | p. A10

“IBM believes that itis easierto
lead outcomes by being at-the ta-
ble, as a participant in the agree-
ment, rather than from outside it”

Shell

“Our suppert for the #Paris-
Agreement . is well known,” Shell
wrote on Twitter adding that-the
company would “continue to do
our part providing more & cleaner
energy.”

Peabody Eneray

The company, a. multinational
coal-mining. giant based in" St
Louis, supporied Mr. Trump's'de-
¢ision: The company said:

“We believe that abiding by the
accord,  without  significant
changes, would have substan-
tially impacted the U.S. economy;
increased electricity costs'and re-
quired the power sector to rely on
less. diverse: and more intermit-
tent energy”

ED_013450_00000450-00001



WHITE HOUSE MEMD

egy for a president whose job ap-
proval rating  remains  stuck
around 40 percent in many polls.
Most presidents seek to widen
their support. while in office,
reaching out to the center —ifnot
to the other party. Mt Trump,
howewer, is the first presldent in

cams may favor rules mmn&iwzﬁ to

o amagg and rzsky et

New York
Times

International
p. Al3

curbthe emissions blamed for ¢li
mate chanpe and encourage the
ute of redewsble fusle, But oy

gl ﬁ y

zi&f:mraze '
on economic issues,” sald Dawd
Winston, a Repnb&marﬁ pollster
“They want it discussed. They
want a sense that it's 4 priogity?
Matt Schiapp, the chairman of
the American Conservative Un-
ion, said Americans pgenerally
want to do what they consider the

e pight thing,. and. therefore. 2l

An approach that
not all in the White
House agree with.

the history of polling to povern
without the support of a majority
of the public from the start of his
tenure, In effect, Mr. Trump is
doubling down on presiding as a
minority president, betting that
when the time comes, his fervent
3upparters will matter ENOEe, £8-
pecxally clustered in key Mldwest

surveyors that the United States

. should combat climate chanpe.

. But he said it was a meamngless

. question. s
“The follow-up is key” he said, :

“Knawmg the solution proposedi isp

to price carbonhigher or taxit, areg
you willing to pay more for your,
utilities and tofill your tank, or are,:
you willing to shed U.8.jobs?"
“It becomes a political loser”
Supporters of the Paris accord ¥
argue that the supposed pohncal s
costs are exageerated and the |
benefits are overlooked in the in- [
terest of séaring voters. They can
point to some polls showing sup-
port even among Trump voters for
soine of the specific policies that
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An approach that
not all in the White
House agree with.

the history of polling to govern
without the support of a majority
of the public from the start of his
tenure, In effect, Mr Trump is
doubling down on presiding as a
minority president, betting that
when the time comes, his fervent
supporters will matter more, eg-
pecially clustered in key Midwest
states,

Bolper o Republican oollster
“Trump voters belleve that the
world is out to per us and that we
would be the only country tolive
up to the accords. Thewsfore,
Ametica would losé dand the rest of
the world would laugh at s
. “Obwviously, it makes Clinton
voters hate him even more, but

from 4 political calculation stand.

point, the White House does not
and should not care” Mr Bolger
said.

Other political specialists, in-
cluding some Republicans, con-
sider that a miscalculation. The
same poll showing large major-
ities supporting Paris, conducted
this month by Yale University's
climate change program, found

that even among Trump voters, @
mare supported staying in the ag- |
cordthan ngt, 47 percent to 28 per- |

cent.

solidify his base, withdrawing

fromthe Patis agreement ispretty

far down the list in importance,
and for a president at 40 percent
approval, it is hard to argue that
solidifying his die-hards is his
most aritical need right now! said
Geoffrey  Garin, a Democratic
pofistar who has advizsed Hillary

“Of all the things he might doto |

surveyors that the United States

should combat climate change,

 But he said it was a meaningless

:

- nounced climate change a5 8

Paris deal should not meaning- |

lus, in this view

Clinton as well as environmental

Broups.

M. Garin said the danger for
Mt Trumpis that he might turn off
the college-educated voters who
turned to him in the late stages of
last year’s election "These
college-educated Trumpvoters do
not want the United States to be

guestin.

“The falmwmp is }cey,” he satd
*“Knowing the solution pmpased is
topricecarbon hlgher or taxit, are,
you willing to pay more for your
utilities and to fill your tank, or are
vou willing to shed U8, mbs’)“

“It becomes a political loser”!

Supporters of the Paris accord
areue that the supposed political
costs are exaggerated and the
benefits are overlooked in the in-
terest of scaring voters. They can

. point to some polls showing sup-

port evenamongTrump voters for

. sotne of the specific policies thar

“’r‘here 15 no. qua&ﬂgn Jt helps ¢ Have been prﬂmctﬁd 0 Curb (.h-

Trump with his base” said Glen

mate chanpe,

Nmeﬁwles&, the White House
assumption 18 that Mr Trumps
sdpporters care more sbout see-
ing him fehting on thelr behall
He won las fall even having de-

“hoax” that is perpetrated alter |
nately by sciemtists, liberals or
China. So withdrawing from the

fully change that political calcu-

Given the president's troubles
over the investipations into ties
with Rusma and his fmng of the
argued that it was more Jmpurmnt
than ever to fulfill the campaign
promises that energized his core
supporters. The notion that Mr. |
Trump should preserve the Paris |
accord in a misguided effort to
curry favor with corporations and
enviranmentally minded lberals
was self-defeating, Mr. Bannon
and his allies contended.

By this reasn

'can afiord to lose voters in liberal |

1
California or on the East Coast | |
and still QE;&&' ; |
College v
tently on

New York
Times

International
p. Al3
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Only future generations will be able o caloulate the full con-
sequences of President Trump's incredibly shortsighted ap-
proach to olimate change, since it is they who will suffer the
rising seas and crippling droughts that sclentists say are in-
evitable unless the world brings fossi! fuel emissions to heel,

But this much is clear now: Mr Trump's policies — the
latest of which was his decision 1o withdraw from the 2015
Paris agreement on climate change - have dismayed
Americas allies, defied the wishes of much of the American
business communily he pretends 1o help, threatened Ameri-
cas competitiveness as well as job growth in orucial indus-
rries and sguandered what was feft of America’s claim 1o
feadership on an issue of globalimportance,

The only clear winners, and we've looked hard o find
ther, are hard-core climate deniers like Scott Pruin at the
Environmental Protection Agency and the presidential ad-
wiser Stephen Bannon, and various fossil fuel interests that
have found In Mr Trump another president {George W,
RBush being the lasty credulous enough to swallow the bogus
argument that an agreement to fight climate change will de-
siroy or al least inhibit the economy,

Mr. Trump justified his decision by saying that the Paris
agreement was a bad deal for the United States, buttressing
his argument with a cornucopia of dystopian, dishonest and
discredited data based on numbers from industry-friendly
sources. Those numbers are nonsense, as s his argument
that the agreement would force the
country 10 inake SRONIMCUS eoonomic
sacrifices and cause a huge redistribie
tion of obs and economin FEsSGUrCes
the rest of the world,

in truth, the agreement does not re-
quire any country 0 do anything: after
the failure of the 1997 Kyoto Accord, the
Uinited MNations, which oversees climate
change negotiations, decided that it
simply did pot have the authority 1o
force a legally binding agreement. In-
stead, nepotiators in Paris aimed for, and miraculously
achieved, a voluntary agreemnent, under which more than
190 countries offered aspirational emissions targets, pledged
their best efforts (o meet them and agresd 10 give periodic
updates on how they were doing.

Paris did not, in short, legally constrain Mr Trump from
deing the dumb things he wanted to do. Which he already
has. In the last few menths, and without consulting a single
foreign leadern, he has ordered rolibacks of every one of the
policies on which President Barack Obama based his ambi-
ricus pledpe w reduce America’s greenhouse gas emissions
by 26 percent to 28 percent below 2003 levels by 2025 —
most prosvinently, policies aimed at reducing greenhouse
gases from cpal-fired power plants, awomobiles and oif and
gas wells,

Bue if withdrawing from the agreement will not make
Bir Trump's doemestic policies any worse than they are, it is
still a tervible decision that could have snormous conse-
guences globally, In huge neon letlers, it sends a clear mes-
sage that this president knows nothing or cares litle abowt
the science underiying the stark warnings of environmental
disruption. That he knows or cares little about the problems
that disruption could bring, especially in poor countries.
That he is unmindful that America, historically the world’s
bigpest emitter of carbon dioxide, has & special obligation 1o
help the rest of the world address these issues. That he is
ablivious o the further damage this will cause to his already
rattered relationship with the Eurcpean allies. That his
malfeasance oright now prompl other countries that signed
the accord w withdraw from the agreement, or rethink their
ermissions pledges.

Mr. Trump's
decision on the
climate change
agreement
sends & clear
message: He
cares little about
seienge, our
allies and future
generations.

Perhaps most astonishing of all, a chief executive who
touts himself as a shrewd businessman, and who ranon a
promise of jobs for the middle ¢lass and making America
great again, seems blind 1o the damage this will do to Ameri-
ca's own economic interests, The world's gradual transition
fromn fossii fuels has opened up a huge global market, esti-
maled 1o be 56 rillion by 2036, for renewable fuels Hke wind
and solar, for eleciric cars, for advanced batteries and other
technologies,

America's privade sector clearly understands this op-
portunity, which s why, in January, 83¢ businesses and
investors — with names ke DuBont, Hewlettr Packard and
Pacific Gas and Electric — signed an open letter o then-
President-elect Trump and Congress, calling on them te con-
tinue supporting low-carbon policies, investment in a low-
carton econcmy and American participation in the Parls
agreement. [t s also why Elon Musk, chief executive of the
electric vehicle maker Tesla, was resigning from two presi-
dential advisory councils after Mr Trump announced the
withdrawal from Paris,

et br Trump clings to the same {alse narrative that
congressional Republicans bave been peddling {or years
and that Mr Trump's minions, ke My Pruint ar the E.PA,
and Ryan Zinke at the Interior Department, are peddling
now (B Pruitt o the coal miners, Mr Zinke 1o Alaskans) —
that envirenmental regulations are job killers, that efforts 1o
curh carbon dioxide emissions will hurt the economy, that
the way forward lies in fossil fuels, in digging st more coal
and punching still more holes in the ground in the search for
mare il

As alrernativerealities and fake facts go, that argument
is sernething 1o behobd. For one thing, it fails 1o account for
the significant econcmic benefits of reducing greenhouse
gases, avelding damage w0 human health and the envi-
ronment And itignores extensive research showing that re-
ducing carbon emissions can in fact drive economic growth,
Partly because of investments in cleaner fuels, partly be.
cause  of revolutionary  improvements in efficiency
standards for appliances and buildings, carbon dioxide
emissions in this country actually fell nearly 12 percent in
the last decade, even as the overall economy kept growing.
Linder My Obama’s supposedly job-killing regulations, more
than 1.3 million jobs were created, compared with two mil-
Hon-plus under Mr. Bush’s antivegulatory regime,

it's true that the coal industry is losing jobs, largely &
result of competition from cheaper natural gas, but the re-
newable fuels industry i3 going gangbusters: Employment
in the solar industry, for instance, s mmore than 10 times what
itwas a decade ago, 260,000 jobs as opposed o 24,000,

Theretn lies one ray of hope that the United States,
whatever My, Trump does, will continue to do its part in con-
erofling greenhouse gas emissions. Market forces all seem 1o
be headed in the right direction. Technologies are improve
ing. The business commnunity is angry A Gallup poll found
that nearly two-thirds of Americans are worried about o
mate change, and the Yale Program on Climate Change
Communication found that almoest 70 percent of Americans
wanted 1o stay in the agreement, including half of Trump
VORErs,

And some states are moving agpressively, inchuding
New York, On Wednesday, the State Senate in California, al-
wayvs a leader in environmental matters, passed a bill that
seeks to put California on a path (o 100 percent renewabde
energy by oiideentury. On the same day, Exxon bMobil
siockholders won a crucial voie requiring the compuny to
startaccounting for the impact of climate change policies on
its business,

These messages might be lost on b Trump. Hopefully,
10t on the workd,

ey 'd | pgdQ | sowr] 10 X MIN
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PAUL KRUGHAN

tuitous
truction

AS DONALD TRUMP does his best to de-
stroy the world's hopes of reining in cli-
mate change, let's be clear about one
thing: This has nothing to do with serv-
ing America’s national interest. The U.S.
sconomy, in particular, would do just fine
under the Paris accord. This isn’t about
nationalism; mainly, ifs about sheer
$pite,

About the econorics: At this point, 1
think, we have apretty good idea of what
4 low-emissions economy would ook
like. I'm sure that energy experts will
disdgreeon the details, butthe broad out-
line isn’t hard to describe.

Clearly, it would be an economy run-
nitig on electricity — electric cars, elec-
tric heat, with internal combustion en-
pines rare. The bulk of that electricity
would, i turn, corne from nonpolluting
sources: wind, solar and, yes, probably
nuclear,

Of course, sometimes the wind doesn’t
biow or the sun shine when people want
power. But there are multiple ways to
deal with that issue: a robust grid that
can ship electricity to where it's needed;
storage of various forms (batteries, but
also maybe things like pumped hydro);
dynamic pricing  that encourages
customers to use less power when it’s

‘scarce and more when it isnt; and some
sirge capacity — probably from rela-

tively low-emission natural-gas-fired

_gensrators - tocope with whatever mis-
match remains.

What would life in an economy that
made such an energy transition be like?
Almost indistinguishable from life in the
economy we Have now.

People would still drive cars, live in
houses that were heated in the winter

On climate, it’s all about
conservative spite.

and cooled in the summer, and watch
videos asbout superheroes and funny
cats. There would be a lot of wind tur-
bines and zolar panels, but most of us
would ignore themthe same way wecur-
rently ipnore the smokestacks of conven-
tional power plants,

Wouldn’t energy be more expensive in
this alternative economy? Probably, but
not by much: Technological progress in
sodar and wind has drastically reduced
their cost, and it looks as if the same

‘thing is starting to happen with energy
storage, '

Meanwhile, there would be compen-
sating benefits. Notably, the adverse
henlth effects of air podlution would be
greatly reduced, and it's quite possible

costs would all by

New York Times
OpEd
p. A25
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i k. and i1's guite possible
1t lower health care costs would allby
themselvesmake upiorthecosts ofener-
gy transition, even ipnoring the whole
I savinecivilization from-catastrophic.
climatechange thing

The pointis that while tackling climate

- vhangemthe way envisaged by the Paris
dccord used to look like g hard engineer-
ing and econontic problem, these days it
looks fairly easy. We have almost all the
technology we need, and can be guite
confident of developing the rest. Obvi-
ously the transition to a low-emissions
economy, the phasing out of fossil fuels,
. would take time, but that would be O.K,
' a5 long as the path was clear.

Why, then, are so many people on the
right determined to block climate action,
andeven tryving to sabotage the progress
we've been making on new energy
spurces?

Dont tell me that they're honestly
worried about the inherent uncertainty
- of tlimate projections. All long-term pol-
icy choices mustbe madeinthe face of an
uncertain future (duh); there’s as much
scientific consensus here as yon're ever
likely to see on any issue. And in this
case, uncertainty arguably strengthens
the case for action, because the costs of
getting it wrong are asymmetric: Do too
much, and we've wasted. some money;
do too little, and we've doomed civiliza-
tion.

Dow't tell me that it’s about coal min-
ers. Anvone whoreally cared about those
miners would be crissading to protect
their health, disability and pension bene-
fits, and trying to provide alternative em-
plovment opportunities — not pretend:
ing that environmental irresponsibility
will suinehow bring back jobs lost tostrip
mining and mountaintop removal,

While it isn’t about coal jobs, right
wing anti-ehvironmentalis is in pant
about protecting the profits of the coalin-
dustry, which in 2016 gave 97 percent of
its political contributions to Republicans.

Az Isaid, however, these days thefight
against climate action is largely driven
by sheer spite.

Pay any atlention to modern right-
wing discourse — including op-ed arti-
cles by top Tromp officials — and you
find deep hostility to any notion that
spre problemis require collective action
beyond shooting people and blowing
things up.

Beyond this, much of today’s right
seems driven above all by animus to-
ward liberals rather than specific issues.
I liberals are for it, they're againgt it. If
liberals hate it, it’s pood. Add to this the
anti-intellectualism of the GOP base,

for whom scientific consensus on an is-

sie is a minus, not a plus, with extrabo-
nus points for undermining anything

associated with President Barack

Obama.

And if all this sounds too petty and vin-
dictive to be the basis for momentous
policy decisions, consider the character
of the man in the White House. Need']
say. more? i)

New York Times
OpEd
p. A25
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ASHBQGTON Presldem
“Trump hag managed toturn
Amerita F]rst mm America '
: Isolated -
Trepuilling uut of. the Pans
.-cllmate accord, Mr. Trump has
“creafed 4 vacuum of global tead-
‘grship that presents Tipe oppor-- :
‘tunities to- aI1)15ES and adversariés N@W York Tlmes
“alike: o reorder the world's. K

‘power strutuire; His dacismn‘is‘ International

‘perhapsihe greatest strateg:c
- glft to the Chinese, wha are ea- ji
BB fill the void that Washmg— : pp . A 1 9 A 1 O
“ton ig Ieavmg aruund the world |
'_un everything from seiting the
rirles of trade and environmental
_stapdards to finanéing the infra-
structure projects that give Be:— S
fing vast influence. . - o

‘Me Teump's remarks in the .-
Rose Garden on Thursday were
;alsn aretreat from leadership on
‘the orie‘igsug; climate chiange,
thiat gnified. Amerlca s European
alligs, ifs rising superpower
competitor in the Pacific, and
even some of its adversaries,
including Iran. He did it over the
objections of much of the Ameri-
can business community and his
secretary of state, Rex W, Tiller-
son, who embraced the Paris
accord when he ran Exxon Mo-
bil, less out of a sense of moral
responsibility and more as part
of the new price of deing busi-
pess zround the world.

As Mr. Trurnp announced his
decision, the Paris agreement’
goals were conspiclionsly re-
affirmed by both friends and
rivals, including nations where it
would have the most impact, like
China and India, as well as the -
major Eumpean Uman states
and Russia. :

The annauncement came only
days after he declined o give his

" NATO allies a forceful reaffirma-

* tion of Amermas commitment 1g;

. their security, and a féw months

. after he abandened atrade deal,
Contiriued on PageAl0 . .
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From Page Al

the Trans-Pacific Partnership,
that was designed to put the
United States at the center of a
trade group that would compete
with -~ and, some argue, contain
~ China’s fast-growing economic
might.

*The irony here is that people
worried that Trump would come
in and make the world safe for
Russian meddling” said Richard
N: Haass, the president of the
Council on Foreign Relations,
who was briefly considered, then
rejected, for atop postin the new
administration, *He may yet do
that” Mr. Haass added, “but he
has certainly made the world
safe for Chinese influence.”

The president, and his
defenders, argiie that such views
are held by an elite group of
globalists who have lost sight of
the essential element of Ameri-
£an power: economic growth. Mr.
Trump made that argument
explicitly in the Rose Garden
with his contention that the Paris
accord amounted to nothing
more than "a massive redistribu-
tion of United States wealth to
gther countries.”

In short, he turned the concept
of the agreement on its head.
While President Barack Obama
argued that the United Nations
Green Climate Fund —a finan-
cial institution to help poorer
nations combat the effects of
climate change — would benefit
the world, Mr. Trump 4rgued that
the ‘American donations to the
fund, which he halted, would

David E. Sanger reported from
Washington, and Jane Perlez from
Beijing. Alissa J. Rubin contribut-
ed reporting from Paris, and So-
mini Sengupta from the United Na-
tions. :

beggar the country.
“Our withdrawal from the

" agreement represents areasser-

tion of America's sovereignty”
Mr. Trump said.

That, in short, encapsulates
how Mr. Trump’s view of pre-
serving American power differs
from all of his predecessors, back
to President Harry § Truman.
His proposed cuts to contribu-
tions to the United Mations.and
to American foreign aid are
based on a presumption that only
economic and military power
count, “Soft power” - invest:
ments in alliances and broader
global projects — are, it his view,
designed to drain influence, not
add to it, evident in the fact that
he did not include the State De-
partment among the agencies

that are central to national secu-

rity, and thus require budget
increases. ,

It will take years to determine
the long-term effects of his deci-
sion to abandon the Paris agree-
ment, to the environment and to
the global order, It will not break
alliances: Europe is hardly about
to embrace a broken, corrupt
Russia, ‘and China's neighbors
are simultanecusly drawn to its
immense wealth and repelled by
its self-interested ambitions,

But Mr. Trump has added to
the arguments of leaders around
the world that it is time to rebal-
ance their portiolios by effec-
tively selling some of their stock
in 'Washington. Chancellor An-
gela Merkel of Germany has
already announced her plan to
hedge her bets, declaring last
weekend after meeting Mr.
Trump that she had realized “the
times when'we could completely
rely on othersare, to an extent,
over.

That may betemporary: ltis
still'possible that Mr. Trump’s
anpouncement on Thursday will

DIPLOMATIC MEMD

amount to a blip inhistory, a
withdrawal that takes so long —
four:years — that it could be
reversed after the next presiden-
tial election. But for now it leaves
the United States declaring that
it.is better outside the accord
thaniin, a position that, besides
America, has so far only been
taken by Syriaand Nicaragua.
{Syria did not sign on because it
s locked in‘civil war, Nicaragua
because it believes the world's
richest nations did not sacrifice
enough.) :

But it is the relative power
balance with China that absorbs
anyone who studies the dance of
great powers. Even before Mr,
Trump’s announcement, Presi-
dent Xi Jinping had figured out

s

President Trump said withdrawing from the accord was “a reassertion of America’s sovereignty.”

1ves

how to embrace the rhetoric, if
not the substance, of global lead-
ership. 2

Mr, Xiis no freetrader, and his
riation has overtaken the United
States as the greatest emitter of
carbon by a factor of two. Only
three years ago, it was adeal
between Mr. Obama and Mr. Xi
that latd the groundwork for
what became the broader Paris
agreement.

Yet for months the Chinese
president has been stepping unto
the breach, including giving
speeches at the annual meeting
of the World Economic Forumin
‘Davos, Switzerland, that made it
sound like China alone was ready
10 adopt the role of global stand-
ard-setter that Washington has

occupled since theend of World
War 1L ,

“What the Paris accord repre-
sented, in a fractured world, was
finally some international con-
sensus; led by two big polluters,
China:and the United States, ona
common course of action,” said
Graham T Allison, the author of
a'new book; “Destined For War:
Can America and China Escape
Thucydides’s Trap?”

“What youd expect ustodois
sustain our position by maintain-
ing pur mostimportant relation-
ship around the world and ad-
dress what thecitizens of our
allies consider their' most impor-
tant problems: economic growth
and anenvironment that sus-
tains their children 8nd grand-
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children. he added. “Instead, we
are absenting the field.”

That sentiment was evidenton
Thursday in Berlin. Just hours
before Mr. Trump spoke, China’s
premier, Li Kegiang, stood.along-

side Ms. Merkel, and used care:

fub-words as he described China
as a champion of the accord:
China believed that fighting
climate change was a an "inter-

national responsibility” Mr. Li

said, the kind of declaration that
American diplomats have made
for years when making the case
to combat terrorism or.nuclear
proliferation or hunger.

Ching has long viewed the
possibility of a partnership with
Europe as a balancing strategy
against the United States. Now,
with Mr. Trump questioning the
basisof MATO, the Chinese are
hoping that their partnership
with Europe on the climate ac-
cord may allow that relationship
to come to fruition fasterthan
their grand strategy imagined.

Naturally, the Chinese are
using the biggest weapon in their
gquiver: Money. Their plan; v
known as “One Belt, One Road”
is meant to'buy China influence
from Ethiopia to Britain, from
Malaysia to Hungary, all the
while refashioning the global:
economic order.

Mr:2iannounced the sweep-
ing initiative last month, envi-
sioning spending $1trillion on
huge infrastructure projects

across Africa, Asia. and Europe.

Itis aplan with echoes of the
Marshall Plan and other Ameri-
can efforts at aid-and investment,
buton a-scale with little prece-
dent in modern-history. And the
clear subtextis that it is past
time to toss out the rules of ag-
ing, Ameérican-dominated inter-
nationalinstitutions, and to
conduct commerce on Ching’s
terms.
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THis article is by Semint Sen-
2upta, Melisse' Eddy ond Chrls
Buskley

UNITED NATIONS — Leaders
from arcund the world maintained
4 defiant fron o0 Thursday after
President Trump announced that
he would withdraw the United
States from the Paris Agtesnunt,
. Bomanuel Macron of Franes,
Speaking in. Enplish  before
Bwitching to French, said he be.

lieved Mr Trump was making g

mistake He then extended an of-
fer to Americans

“Tonisht, 1 wish to tell the
Lnited States: France believes in
vou, the world believes in vou, 1
know thay vou area great nation. |
know your history, our common
history. To all scientists, angi-
neers, sirenreneurs responcible
citizens who were disapnointed

ted States, 1 went to say
"?ﬁ findin France aseo-

y
ond hemef’

“q £an assure you! Mr Macron

added. “Bronce will not give up
the fight” He capped off his Eng
lish remarks with a twist on Ve
Trutnp's campaien slosan: “Make
our planet great again”

China made a point of saying
that it would stay in the accord,

while Wr Macron and the leaders

of Germany and Italy issued a
joint statement expressing ‘re.
gret” and rejecting Mr. Trump’s
assertion that he would renegoti-
ate the deal.

“We  iherefore reaffxrm our

Stronces commiliment o swiltly
implement the Parts Agmemem
indluding s chmate  finance

BOsls, and we encourage all our

paringiz to wmﬁ up their action
to combat climate change” the
Statement said.

Mr Trump, in an address at the
. White House Rose Garden sam

R N R TR

by the decision of the presidentof

rich countries to pooy

FEDERICTE GAIBARNG/OPA VIA ASS@[‘EM’E:D BHESS

Smak’a avera ﬁerman power plant. Leaders of countriss rmh amﬁ poor said they wnuld stick to the Paris climate accord as President Trump promised to exit it.

"pmmca! message” of help from
countries
that had done little to wreck the at-
mosphere. Countries decide how
much they want to give, and for-
mer President Barack Obama

. p;gi;l'géd 1ast year to contribute $3

China, the warld's higpest emit-
ter of carbon dioxide, stands to
gain  international  credit  for
standing by the Paris Agreement,
but it would not be able to fill the
void on its own if the United States
abandoned the treaty.

may expect China to play a lead-
ing role” he said. “But in my view,
China doesn't have the capacity to
single-handedly play the role of
global hero. Instead, we'll need to
work closely with the European
Union and the Rasic countries” he

The oneexception to the chorus
of crificism came from Poland,
whose economy is heavily de-
pendent on coal and whose con-
servative government has been a
vocal critic of European climate
policies.

New York Times | International | p. All

could not fathom why the White
House would join the tiny cligue of
nations -~ like Syria  and
Nicarapgua — that had not signed
the accord. The last time the
United States' standing had fallen
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1 up their acmm
e ge” the

ﬁe watted belier terms fm‘ the
United States, “We are getting
out” he eaid, “But we will start to
negotiate, and we will see if we

can mue a deal that's falz and i

wecan, that’s gmat,”
Christiana Fighierss, the formey’
Linited Nations official wholed the

negotiations, said his rernarks un-

derscored atheliof understanding

of how international agréements

' worked. Under the accord, the
United States canmot sven subimit
s

 fnvention to withdraw ungl No-
vembsr 3018, after which the
process would take a year.
“You cannot renegotiate indh
vidualy” she said, "It% 2 muliilat-
eral agresment. No one country
ean unilsterally change the condi-
twn&.”
biunt. The Balgzan pmma mamstez;
Charles Michel, ealted the Ameri-
can desision s brotl ae”

*Niary Robinson, a former presi-
dent of Treland and United Ne-
tions special envoy, said: “The
1.8 reneging on its commitment
to the Paris Agreement renders it
& ropue state” Miguel Arias
Cafiste, the European Unlon's
commissioner for climate, said
that Mr Tmmg:s decizion had
sgatesmized us” and promised
that “thiz varoum will be filled by
new bropd commitied  leader-
ship”

in his sddress, Mr Trump also

took aim at the Green Clmate
Fund, designed to help poor us-
tions deal with the havoe of ol
miate chonge, calling it a scheme
o redistribute weslth. Me
Figueres deéscribed the fund ss 2

Somini Seneupta reporied from
the United Notions, Melissa Eddy
from Berlin and Chris Buckley

Fbm ‘Beifing. Reporting wos con-

tributed by Joanna Berendt from
Warsaw Aurelien Breeden from
Paris, Stephen Castle from Lon-
don, Jugon Horowitz from Romg,

James Kanter from Brussels and

Dom Phillips from Ric de Junerro,

mosphere. Countri decide how
much the warzt o gwe-and for-

pledged last year to contribute $3
biltion,
’rhe secr&m gengmi of the

"‘a ma;gr ézsapg}oimmem” ang

while he seid nothing specﬁxcally

shout 'a remegotiation, he sug-
gested ‘that countries and busk
resses all over the world had al-
ready made advances based on

-the apreement,

“The transformation envisaged
in the Paris Agreement is already
underway” he said in a statement.
“The secretary pensral vemaing
confident that cities, states and
businesses within the United
Siates — along with other coun-

tries - will continue 10 demon-

steate vision and leadership by
working for the low-carbon resil
ient economic prowth that will
creste gquality jobs and markets
for Zistcentury prosperity”

Vietoria | Taal-Corguz,  the
United Nations special ‘rapor
teur for iﬁéxgemw people, said
Mr. Trump's decision would pun-
ish those who were least to'blame
and the most vulneiable,

s are already soeing climate

change desiroy lives, bvelihoods

‘and entire conununities” she sald.

in an ematl “While indigenous
g}mp&ea are oftén the frst to feal
these effects becayse of where we
l:we the entlre plamet wﬂl suffer as

\tﬁm&eﬁ Natmns enmys from rieh

and poor Cotiries alihe said they
ticking to the mem&nn
W th

' g, %’9
tﬁhma piedgxng m uphaid thm
end of the deal.

_ Premder Li Meglong ot China, in
r meetinze with Chancale

Inrr Angela Merkel, said on Thurg-

day t‘i‘kat his country remained
comimitted ta the Hoht aeainst ol
mate change and to participating
i international sfforts for &
greener world.

g B i £8 Ry
stamis% hy the Pars Agree em
But it wonld not be able o § ‘
void on itspwn i the United States
abandoned the treaty.

“China will continue to uphold
its commitments to the Paris ¢l
mate agwemem " v Lisaid cone
fiyming a position hig country
agreeé to alongside the United

Statesin 2014, in what provediobe
4 watershed moment for the pas-

sape of the landmark accord the
next year,

Alter bis meetingsin Berlm Mr
Liwill head to Bruseels for g sum-
mit meeting with Europedn Union

jeaders. They are expected 1o an-

nounee 3 numier of measuies
d&ep&mng jm : vmperahan onelis
mate protection.

I the United States does with-
draw, “the system of global cli-
mate governance won't wt;ally
collapse, but it will be shaken®
said Zhang Haibin, a professor at
Paling Uatversity who studies in-
ternational environmental poli-
ties,

“The mternational comumunity

s?sai hem insma{! wa’%‘i nead to
wmk clasely with the European
Lintos and the Basic counitiies " he

said, referring to a negotiating

bine ma’amcluﬁ&s Hrazil South AL
rica, India and Ching,

“eollective 2&3&&@5111;3 will be
tmore important” he said.

Wis. Marlel, who welmm&d the
Chinese commitment as * encﬁur«
aging” has been a leader In the
gkobai push for climate action
since 1982, when she played acru-
rial internationsl role in the pas-
sage of the workd's first climate
treaty, the Kyoto Protocol

She pointed ‘to future coopera:
tion between Brussels and Bei
jing, making clear the similar in-
tention in Burepe to-move dhead
with potential parthers to fill ady

vacuum created by Washington's

abienve.

M. Merkel and Indias prime
minister Marendra Modi pledped
their support for the climate ne.
cord during me@tmgs n Bez‘lm on

Wednusday

;}@ﬂdem {m mai and whose cone
servative government bas been a
vocal critic of European climate
palictes.

Grzepore  Tobiszowski, ‘the
country’s deputy energy minister,
commendad Mz Tromp's detision
as he was s1gmng an agreement

on developing & new hard-coal-

fired power unit in Jaworzno, a
cityin southern Poland and one af
the most poliuted regions in Eu-
tope.

Vel even some of Washington's

most reliable allies warned that
the Uniied Stares would find itself

isoiated on  the intersational
:g{agg .v

Prime Mzm ster Themaa May of
Britain e:{prasaeci her disappoint-
ment in 8 telephone call o Mr

Trump, sccording to a statement

from her office. In the call, Ms.
Wiay reatfirmed ber gwemmmt’s

commitmient 16 the agrecment,

aceording to a spokesman.
At the United Mavions head-
guarters in Mew York, seversl

Westers daggﬁsm&m said they

Last fail the Arcde Tﬁﬂmg&h@ in Fans carried a celebratory message: “The Paris accord is énne‘”

i S Vi s
Nmaragua b tha& fizd not signed
the accopd, vThe ia'&t mm e

y m'}&, it,s mvaswn aﬁ
Irag, several said.

“Humanity is at a fork in the
road?” said Kai Sauer, the ambas-

_sador from Finland. "One huwi-

dred and ninety couniries going
on one path, and the United
States, Syria, Nicaragua poing on
another? Tt seeins a bit strange
This defm&tely also changes how
we are jooking at the Umte@
States”

Already, the United States is
licely to miss the climatedrelated
pledges that it made just jast year
because of policies set iy motidn
by the Trump administration. So
who can make up the difference?
Perhaps the biggest surprise
comes from India, which just a
couple of years azo ingisted that it
neaded to burn much more coalin
arder 1o lift its people out of pov-
ety '

Since then, Indiz has shatply
slowed the expansion of its coal

fired nlants, and: 2
will most certainly

o
accurding
toexperty, the Indion povernment

s saidd that inanother Wvears, it

’ might 5ot need to build any more

coal plants,
Mavegr K. Dubash, 3 climate
change expert with the Center for
Palicy Research in New Delhi

said planned coal projects were

strugeling to obtain financing in
India because of uncertainty over
the regulatory environment, and
most were unlibiely to get oif the
ground, .
Bolar and wind power prices
have fallen sharply, making them

far more competitive sources of
‘energy for a poor country. and I

dia has said it aims to sell only
slebtric cars by 2030, v

After the White House an-
pouncement, My, Dubash called
Mr Trump's cloims baifling:
“Seating that the Parls Agreemient
hamstrings the U.S. while allow-
ing India and Ching to increase
their emissions is baffling, The
agresment aliows every country
10 choose its pledge tailored to its
national circumstances”
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Win for Isolation ists;
Condemnation Is
Widespread

By MICHAEL b, SHEAR
WASHINGTION — President
Tromp annouticed on Thursday
that the United States wonld with-
draw frons the Paris cliniale at-
cord, weakening efforts weoombat
global warming and smbracing
izolationist volces in his White
House who arpuedthay the agree-
men was & pernicions threat 1o
the economy  and  American
sovereisnty
Ir 4 speech rom the Bose Gar-
den, Mr Tromp said the landmark
2005 pact imposed Witdly unfair
environmental  standards. on
American businesses and work-
ers. He vowed to stand with the
people of the  United  Siates
apgainsy what he called 5 "draconi-
an’ international desl
1 was elected to represent the
citizens of Pittsburgh, not Paris”
the président said, drawing sup-
port frommembersof his Republi-
can Party but widespread con-
demnation from political leaders,
business executives and envi-
ronmentalists around the globe
Mr. Trump’s decision to aban-
don -the agreement for envi-
ronmental action signed by 195 na-
tions is-a remarkable rebuke to
heads of state, climate activists,
. corporate. executives and mem-
| ‘bers of the president’s own staff,
who ail failed to change his mind
with an intense, last-minute loh-
bying blitz. The Paris-agreement
was intended ‘to bind the world
community into battling rising
: temperatures in concert, and the

New York Times
International
pp. Al, Al2

departure of the Farth's second--

largest polluter is a major blow.

. M Trump satd he wanted to ne-
| gotiate a better deal for the United
States and the administration
- said he had placed calls 1o the
leaders of Britain, France, Ger-
many and Canada to personally
explain his decision. A statement
from the White House press secre-
tary said the president“reassured
the leaders that America remains
committed to the trans-Atlantic
alliance and to robust efforts to

Continued on Page AL
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pratect the environment”

But within minutes of the presi:
dents remarks, the laders of
France, Germany and Italy issued
2 joint statement saving that the
Baris climate accord was “irre-

versible” and eould not be

rencgotinted.
The decislon was 4 vietory for
Stephen K. Bannon, Mr. Touhps
| phief strasesise, and Seatt Py
the Euviranmiental  Protection

Agency atminiGirator, who speat

months gulatly makine thelr case
1o the nrecident about the dansers
o the sorcement. Tnside the Wost
Wing, the pair overcame intense
ppposition e othor tan aldes
innhidie Gage D) Dol the diree.
tor Of the Mational Beowoniie
Councll, the presidents dopohter
Tvaska Tromp, and his secrsiary

afstate Rew Tiloreon,
Ms v I pacticolar fourhy
tnmabe ather father heard

Hram peodle supportive of the
agreement, settine up ealls and
meetings with world Isaders, cor-
porate executives and others. Bur
by Thursday, gides who pushed to
remgin part of the ooreement
Pruitt . whom  the  oresident
broupht up for victory remarks ot
the Rase Garden svent,

The president’s speech was his

boldest and most sweeping as-
sertion of an "America first” for-

elgn policy doctrine since he as-
sumed office four months ago He
vowed to turn the country’s smpa-
thy inward, rejecting financial as-
gistance for pollition controls in
developing nations in favor of pro-
viding help to American cities
straggling to hire police officers.
“1t would once have been un-
thinkable that an international

Chal miners at the Harvey Mine in Sycamore, Pa:, waited for Beort Pruitt, the Environmental Protection Agency administrator, to arrive for a press event in April,

New York Times | International | pp. Al, A12
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Ametican cities
struggling to hire police officers:

“It would onee have been un-
thinkable that an international
agreement could prevent the
United States from conducting its
own domestic affaxrs 7 Mr. Trump
said.

In Mr. Trump’s view, the Paris
sAccordrepresentsanattackonthe
sovereignty of the United States
and a threat tothe ability of his ad-
ministration to veshape the na-
tion’s environmental laws in ways
that benefil everyday Americans.

“at what point does America
get demeansd? At what point do
they start laughing at us as a
country?” Mr Trump said. ‘We
don't wantother leaders and other
countries laughing at us anvmore.
And they won't be”

But business leaders like Elon
Miisk of Tesla, Jefivey R, Immel

of Gemml Electric and Lioyd C.

would uitxmamiy

A tlean snerny
averseas domme

Ausk who had apeeedtobe
a member of a two business-relat-
ed counecils that Mr Tromp set up
this vear wrote on Twitter thot he
would leave those panels.
“Chmate charge is real. leav-

conomy by ceding the

that the apreoment Wﬂi&i sost 2 7

ing Paris is not good for America
or the world,” he said,

Under the accord, the United
States had pledged to cut iis
greenhouse gas emissions 26 10 28
percent below 2005 levels by 2025
and commit up to $3 billion in aid
for poorer countries by 2020

By stepping away from the
Paris agreement, the president
made good on a campaign prom-
ise to “cancel” an agreement he
repeatedly mocked at rallies. As
president, he hasmoved rapidly to
reverse Obama-era policies aimed
at allowing the United States to
meet its pollution-reduction tar-
gets as set under the agreement.

“We are getting out” Mr. Trump

said Thursday, "But we will start
to negotiate, and we will see if we

can make a deal that's fair And if

we ean, that’s great”
in hzs remarks
Histed sectors of the United Siales
soonomy that would lose reverme
'@mﬁ e mf '

vxg@musly é;& 1t , '
ronmental groups - as&en’ s

nyillion iohs by 2005
Bu: he will stick ta the with-

Connell of Kentneky, the majority

Mr Trump

drawal process laid out in the
Paris agreement, which President
Barack Obama joined and most of
the world has alréady ratified.
That could take nearly four years
to complete, meaning a final deci-
sion. would be up tothe American
voters in the next presidential
election.

Republican lawmakers hailed
Mr. Trump's decision, calling it a
necessary antidote to the over
reach of Mr Obama’s policies
aimed at reducing planet-warm-
ing carbon emissions,

4] applaud President Trump
and his administration for dealing
yet another significant blow to the
Obama administration’s assault
on domestic energy production
and jobs,” said Senator Mitch Mc~

¥

leader

giaba) negatxamm amm the
planet’s chimate drew derision

P‘ras.zdem iy !
of France and Prime Mamster

Justin Trudeau of Canadnench s

sued rebukes o Mr. fromp

“Malte our plonet grear again’

Mr. Macron said.

On  Twitter, Migusl Arias
Canete, the European Union's
commissioner. for climate, said
that “today’s announcement has
galvanized  us rather than
weakened us, and this vacuum
will be filled by new broad com-
mitted leadership.”

Mr. Chama, in 4 rare assertion
of his political views as 3 former
president, said, *The nations that
remain in the Paris agreement
will be the nations that reap the
benefits injobs dndindustries cre-
ated”

“Even in the absence of Ameri-
can leadership; even as this ad-

ministration joins a small handful

of nations that reject the future;
m confident that our staies, cit-
ies, and businesses will step up
and doeven more to lead the way,
and help protect for future genera-
tions the one planet we've got)”
Mr. Obama said.

[Anrecent days, Mr Trump with-
stood withering eriticism from
Eutopesn chunterpares who ac
cased him of shivking Americy’s
roleas aglobal leader and Ameri-
cas responsibility as history’s
largestiemitier of planet-warniing

greenhouse gasse&.
After a fierce debate inside the
administration, the White House
oh Thursday toek on the frap-
pings of a celebration. The Rose
Garden  was  packed  with
reporters, activists and members
of Mr Trump's administration.
Scores of staff members lined the
sides of the Rose Garden as a mili-
tary band played soft jazz.
Supporters of the Paris agree-
ments reacted with pent-up
alarm, condemning the adminis-
tration for shortsighiedness about
the planet and a reckless willing-
ness to shatter longstanding di-
plomatic relationships.
“Remopving the United States
from the Paris agreement is a
reckless and indefensible action”

Said Al Gore, the former vice pres-

ident whohas becomean evangel-
ist forfighting climate change. “It
undermines America’s standing
inthe world and threatens to dam-
age humanity's ability to solve the
climate crisis in time”

Corporate leaders also con-
demned Mr Trump's action.

On. its website, LBM, re
affirmed its support for the Paris
agreement and togkissue with the

~country)”

E i

president's contention that 1t was
a bad deal for American workers
and the American economy.

“This agreement requires all
participating countries to put for-
ward their best efforts on climate
change as determined by each
the company  said.
“L.B.M. believes that it is easier o
lead outcomes by being at the ta-
ble, as a participant in the apree-
ment, rather than from outside it,”

Mr Immelt, the chairman and
chief executive of -General Elec-
tric, topk o Twitter to say he was
“disappointed” with the decision.
“Climate change is real” he said.
“Industry must now lead and not
depend an government)

-But Mr. Trumnp was resolute.

“It is time to plt Youngstown,
Ohio; Detroit, Mich.: and Pitts-
burgh, Pa, along with many, many
other loeations within our great
country, before Paris, France” he

. said. “It s time to make America

great again” .

The mayor of Pittsburgh, Bill
Peduto, responded on Twitter, %1
can assure you that we will follow
the guidelines of the Paris Agree-
ment for our people, our economy
& future”
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A Long List of Economic Burdens,

This article is by Mark Londler,
Brod Plumer and Linda Qi

WASHINGTON — In making
his case for abandoning the Paris
climate accord, President Trump
characterized the agreement as
an economic straitiacket — one
that would impose terrible bur-
dens on Americans by shuttering
the coal industry, suffocating
growth and redistributing jobs
-and wealth from the United

States to its competitors.

One thing Mr. Trump did not
do.in the Rose Garden on Thurs-
day afterngon was question the

HEWS ANALYES

underlying science behind eliv
mate change. Indeed, the presi-
dent suggested the 134-nation
aceord did not-go far enough in
stemming the rise in global tem-
peratures because of greenhouse
gas emissions.

But the president’s address —
a mix of dry statistics.and emp-
tive language — was designed to
discredit the pact, point by point.
And: several of Mr. Trump’s
claims either relied on dubious
data or distorted research re-
ports.

Mr. Trump’s argument started
with a faulty premise - that
emissions reductions under the
Paris agreement are compulsory
== even though at one point he
acknowledged they were volun-

olstered by Dubious

ata

tary

“The United States,"he said,
*will cease allimplementation of
the nonbinding Paris accord and
the draconian financial and eco-
nomic burdens:the agreement
imposes on our country,”

The president referred o a
published study to claim that the
climate pact would result in “as
much.as 2.7 million dost jobs by
2025 of which 440,000 would be
in manufacturing. By 2040, he

Continued on Page All
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said, the losses would balloon to
6.5 millon industrial jobs, or 33
trillion in lost economic output,
or about 37.000 in reduced in-
come for the average household,

Critics dispute the methodolo-
gy of that study, by the National
Economic Research Associates,
They note that it was conducted
for the American Councii for
Capital Formation and the ULS
Chamber of Commerce — both
voeal opponents of climate regu-
fations. .
. Economists argue that the
projected job losses in the study
assume the American economy
will not use innovation 1o adapt
to the new regulations, Apple,
Mars, and Unilever are among
copipanies that have sald com-
plving with the Paris agréement
would open markets and gener-
ate jobs,

A raft of studies — fromenvi-
ronmental organizations,
Cittbank, and the Organization
for Economic Cooperation and
Development — argue that a
failure to mitigate the effects of

climate change could cost the
econony tritlions of dollars,
“tha and Europe have be-

ready,” said m s
Schelinhuber of the Potsdam
Institute for Climate Impact
Research, “and will strengthen
their position if the U.S. slips
back at the national level”

To dramatize the unfairness o
the agreement, Mr. Trump as-
serted that it allows Ching, the
world's Jargest polluter, “toin-
crease these emissions by 3

staggering number of years — 13

They can do whatever they want
for 13 years”

Under Ching's pledge, emis-
sions would indeed continue to
climb until 2030, and then begin
declining. But as its consumption
of coal slows, China is on pace to
beat that target.

Its government has pledged 1o
generate 20 percent of its energy
from nonfossil fuel sources by
2030, 5 formidable goal thar will
require the Chinese to install at
least 800 pigawatts worth of
solar, wind and nuclear energy
capacity — a process thatis

o

already unéérwa‘y
Mr Trump noted that the pact
w@ulﬁ allow Ching and Emﬁm o

nenbinding, it has no direct eﬁ’ect
on coal consumption inthe
United States. The coal industry
is in long-term decline because of
cheaper alternatives, such as
natural gas and renewable ener-
gies, along with stricter pollution
standards imposed by the
Ohama administration. Mr.
Trump has moved to [ift many of
those restrictions, and he would
be free to do 5o, even under the
Paris agreement,

Mr. Trump's top economic
adviser, Gary D. Cohn, acknowl-
edged the declining role played
by coal in the nation's energy
mix. Speaking (o reporters last
week, he said, “Coal doesn’t even

make that miuch sensé anymore
as a feedstock”

Mr. Trump tried to diminish
the value of the accord by citing
2 Massachusens Institute of
Technology study, which said

.- thatif each nationlived up to its

commitments, it would resultin a
reduction of only two-tenths of a
degree Celsiug in global tem-
peratures by 2100,

Tiny, tiny amount, he said,
holding his thumb and index
ﬁnger together to drive home the
point.

But that assertion does not
accurately reflecithe MULT
research.

The M.LT study in question
fooked at the difference between
climate pledges made at previ-
ous talks and those madein the
run-up 1o Pargs, and it found that
the Paris pledges would avoid an
additional 0.2 degrees Celsius of
global warming by 2100,

But the M.I.T researchers also
looked at the difference between
afl of the climate pledges made o
date and a business-as-usual
scenario in which countries
failed to act. In an updated 2016

analysis, they found that current
climate pledges would resultin
global average temperatures
rising 3.3 degrees by the end of
the century, compared with 4.2
degrees if no action were taken
- a difference of nearly ade-
gree. And the aim of the Paris
agreement was to improve tmse
pledges over time.

Mr. Trump saved particular
vitriol for the Green Climate
Fund, a United Nations program
under which richer countries
transfer funds to poorer ones (o
help thern mitigate the effects of

© climate change.

*Nice name” the president
said, adding, “We're going to be
paving billions and billions and
billions of dollars, and we're
already way ahead of anybody
else, Many of the other countries
haven't spent anvthing, and
many of them will never pay one
dime?

The United States has pledged

$3 hillion to the fund, which is

the most of any country in aggre-
gate terms. But itis far from the
only contributor, and on a per-
¢apits basis, it is not the highest,
Sweden hascontributed 8581

New York Times | International | pp. A1, All

million, which worksouttoa
Hittle less than 360 per person, six
times the amount the United
States is pledging per capita,

Even operating outside the
Paris accord, Mr. Trump insisted
that the United States would be
an environmenial exemplar
“We'll be the cleanest,” he
promised. “We're going to have
the cleanest air. We're poing to
have the cleanest water!

That optimistic statement is
contradicted by Yale University’s
latest annual Environmental
Performance Index.

The United States ranked 26th
of IR0 countries, according 1o the
index, which assesses each na-
tion’s water and air quality, bie
diversity agricultural outputs
and climate change efforts. It
ranked 43rd in air quality, 22nd
in water sanitation, and 44th in
climate and energy policies.

Moreover, even after recent
reductions, America's carbon
emissions per capita remain

- significantly higher than those of

China or India — couniries that
Mr. Trump branded as the
world's big polluters.

ED_013450_00000457-00002
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By HIROKO TABUCHT
and HENEY FOUNTAIN

Representatives of 'American
cities, stateés and companies are
preparing to submit 4 plan to the
United Nations pledging 1o meet
the Linited States' greenhouse gas

‘emissions targets under the Paris

climate accord, despite President
Trump’s. decision to  withdraw
from the agreement.

The unnamed group — which,
so far, includes 30 mayors, three
governors, more than 80 univer-
sity presidents and more than 100
businesses — is negotiating with
the United Nations to haveits sub-
mission accepted alongside con-
tributions to the Paris climate deal
by other nations,

“We're poing to do everything
America would havedoneifithad
stayed  committed;
Bloomberg, the former Mew York
City mayor who is coordinating
the effort, said in an interview.

By redoubling their climate ef-
forts, he said, cities, states and
corporations could achieve, ar
even surpass, the pledgeof thead-
ministration of former President
Barack Obama to reduce Ameri-
ca’s planet-warming greenhouse
gas emissions 26 percent by 2025,
from their levels in 2005, :

1t was unclear how, exactly, that
submission to the United Nations
would take place. Christiana
Figueres, a former top United Na-
tions climate official, said there
was currently no formal mecha-
nism for entities that were not
countries to be full parties to the
Paris accord, .

Ms. Figueres, who des¢ribed
the Trump administration’s deci-
siontowithdraw as a "vacuous po-
litical melodrama,” said the Amer-

ican government was requiredto

continue reporting its emissions
to the United Nations because a
formal withdrawal would nat take
place for several years.

But Ms. Figueres, the executive
secretary of the United Nations
Framework Convention on Ch-
mate Change until last year, said
the Bloomberg group’s submis-

Michael

sion. could be included in futurere-
ports the United Nationscompiled
on the progress made by the sia.
nataries of the Paris deal, v
Thereare 195 countries commite
ted to reducing their greenhouse
gas emissions as part of the 2015
agreement. :
5t producing what | Mr
Bloomberg described 4 & “paral-
lel? pledge wonld indicate that

leadeiship in the fight againstcli.
mate change in the Lnited States

had shifted from the federal gov-
ernment to'lower levels of govern-
ment; academia and industry.

Mr. ‘Bloomberg, a United Na-

tions envoy on:climate, is'a po-
litical independent who has been
among the critics of Mo Trump's
climate and energy policies.
Mayors, of cities including Los
Angeles, Atlanta and Salt Lake
City have signed on — along with
Pittsburgh, . which Mr. Trump
thentioned in his speech announc-
ing the withdrawal = as have

Hewlett-Packard, Mars @ and
dozens of other companies.
Eighty-two presidents and

chaneellors of universitiesinclud-
ing Emory, Brandeis and Wesley-
an are also participating, the
grganizers said.

Mr. Trump’s plan to pull out of
the Paris agreement was motivat-
ing more local dnd state govern-
ments, as well as bisinesses, to
commit to the clmate change
fight, said Robert C.Orr,one ofthe
architects of the 2015 Paris agree-
ment as the United Nations secre-
tary-general’s lead climate advis-
er.

DwPhuradny G By hobe gl
Washinston, Gov Awdvew W
Cuomo of New York and Gov.
Jerry Brown: of California, all
Democrats, said they were begin.
ning a separate alliance of states
committed to upholding the Paris
accord, '

“The electric jolt of the last 48
hours is accelerating this process
that was already underway” said
Mr. Orr, who is now dean of the
School of Public Policy at the Uni-

€5¢€

CE ACCOoT

versity of Maryland, “It's not just
the volume of actors that is in-
creasing, it’s that they are starting
to conrdinate in a much moreinte-
gral way”

The United States is about half-
way to its 2025 emissions reduc-
tion target, Mr. Orr said. Of the re-
maining reductions, the federal

‘government — through regula-

tions like gas mileage standards
for vehicles — could affect abomt
half.

‘But in a draft letter to Antdhio
Guterres, the United Nations sec-
retary-general, Mr. Bloembergex-
pressed confidence that “non-na-
tional actors” could achieve the
2025 goal alone.

“While the executive branch of
the U5, government speaks o

behalf of our nation in matters of

foreign affairs, it doés not deter-
mine many aspecis of whether
and how the United States takes
action on climate change” he

* wrote,

“The bulk of the decisions
which drive U5 climate action in
the aggregate are made by cities,
states, businesses, and civil soci-
ety he wrote. “Collectively, these
actors remain committed to the
Paris accord.”

Cities and states can reduce
emissions in. many ways, inchud-
ing negotiating contracts with lo-
cal utilities to supply greater
amounts of renewable energy,
building rapid transit programs

and other infrastriucture projects

like improved wastewater treat-
ment. Similarly, corporations can
take measures like buying renew-
able energy for their offices and

factories, or making sure their:

chains.. are . climate-

supply
friendly.
Governor Inslee said that states
held significant sway over emis-
sions. Washington, for example,
has adopted acapon carbon pollu-

tion, has invested in growing
clean energy jobs and subsidizes
electric’ vehiclé purchases and
charging stations.

“Cur states will move forward,
even if the president wants o go
backward,” he said in a telephone
interview.

America’s biggest corporations
have been bracing for the United
States to exit from the Paris cli-
mate accord, a move executives
and analysts say would bring few
tangible benefits to businesses —
but plenty of backlash, =

Multinational companies will
still need to follow ever-stricter
emissions laws that other coun-
tries are adopting, no matter the
location of their headguarters, Au-
tomakers like Ford Motor and
General Mators would still need to
build cars that meet stringent fuel
economy and  emissions
standards in the European Union,
Japan and even China, not to men-

tion California,

American companies also face
the wrath of overseas consumers
for abandoning what has been a
popular - global  agreement: —
customers who could buy more
Renaults instead of Chevrolets or
Reeboksinstead of Nikes.

“Pulling out of Paris would be
theworstthing for brand America
since: Abu- Ghraib?” said - Nigel
Purvis,.atopenvironmental nego-
tiator inthe Clinton and George W.
Bush . administrations and . the
chief - executive of  Climate
Advisers,a consulting firm.

“Mars stands by the Paris Cli-
mate  Agreement”: said. Grant
Reid; the chief executive of Mars.
The company, best known for its
candies, remained committed, he
said, to achieving “the carbon re-
duction targets the planet needs.”

It was unclear from Mr. Trump's
announcement -what' -commit-
ments the United States would
honor in the Paris: accord, which
include contributions o the oper-
ating budget of the accord’s cb-
ordinating agency, the framework
convention.

But Bloopiberg Philanthropies,
Mr. Bloomberg's charitable orga-
nizalion, is offering to donate 814
million over the next bwo years to
help fund the budget should it be
needed, a spokeswoman @ said.
That figure répresents the United
States' share, she said.

Jackie Biskupski, the mayor of
Salt Lake City and a Demgcrat,
safd her administration had re-
cently brokered an agreement
with the local utility to power the
city with 100 percent renewable
energy by 2032

Global warming is having a sig-
nificant impact in Utah, she said,
especially on water availability
and guality. “We feel very strongly
that we have an obligation 1o
make sure we keep moving in the
right direction on this issue,” she
said. ‘

“We. really have to make
cheoices that reflect our long-term
goals, that really address long-
term issues pf today,” she added.




Shareholder demands
and state rules have
already pushed firms
on climate change

By Russzis Gowp
Avp Lynn Cook

The Trump administration’s
withdrawal - from the - Paris
agreement: heralds & decisive
change “in“U.S. climate policy,
but many corporate leaders say
it will “have little:  immedi-
ate impact-on their investments
and strategies.

President Donald Trump said
the U.S. will begin negotiations
to-either re-enter the accord or
start a new-deal on “terms that
are fair to the United States; its
businesses, its workers; its peo-
ple; its taxpayers.”

Some mining companies, in=
cluding Murray Energy-Corp.,
the country's-largest privately
held coal ' miner; hailed the de-
cision; sayving the climate rules
would" have - threatened: jobs
and economic growth.

But a number of major cor-
porations and chief executives
expressed disappontinent in the
move, including Dow Chemical

Co. and Microsoft Corp. as well
as the heads of Goldman Sachs
Group Inc. and ‘Alphabet Inc’s
Google.

“Today’s decision is & sethack
for the environment and for the
U5 Jeadership position in the
world,” Goldman Chief Execu-
tive Lloyd-Blankfein said in his
first tweet ever.

Many “large comipanies said
they wouldn change course,
and ‘their reasons are diverse.
Companies are’ responding o
customer and shareholder de-
miands to-redice greenhouse-
gas emissions, Many operatein
states” and ' countries that are
putting “=in “place “climate
rules ‘and thus face pressures
beyond the U.S. government.

Firms are buying natural gas
and renewable electricity that
emit -less ~pollutants’ because
they are becoming cheaper. And
many are making long-
term capital investments to re-
duce theircarbon footprints
with-an‘eve toward future de-
cades, not the ‘eurrent-election
cycle.

Exxon Mobil Corp., the larg-
est U.8. oil producer, has said it
wants a consistent set of rules;
and favors remaining in the
Paris Agreement. “We need a

framework like that to address
the challenge of climate change
and the risk of climate change,”
Chief Executive Darren Woods
said at the company’s annual
meeting on Wednesday, where
62% of shareholders voted for a
resolution to pressure Exxon to
share more information about
how climate change could affect
its business, .

General Electric Co. has
spent billions to make technolo-
gies that reduce energy con-
sumption a core part of its busi-
ness, “Disappointed with today’s
decision on the Paris Agree-
ment” GE Chief Executive Jof-
frev Immelt said via Twitter.
“Climate change is real. Industry
must now lead and not depend
on government”?

Ford NMotor Co. sald it was
still committed to technology in-
vestments to make its vehicles
emit less carbon diowde, includ-
ing shorter-term moves to im-
prove the efficiency of the inter-
nal “eombustion’ engine, - and
longer-term plans to develop af-
fordable fuel cells and enhaneed
batteries to create electric vehi-
cles that'ean travel longer Much
of the auto industry is on a simi-
lar course.

Some companies- support

?ﬁs‘ﬁ Ste *&@ an Exit

Before withdrawing the U.S. from the Paris Agreement, President
Trump in March signed an order to roll back the Clean Power Plan,
which soughtto cut power-plant carbon-dioxide emissions. That move
15 likely to have little impact on the long-term LS. energy. mix.

11L& net olectriclty gensration by source, in megawatt-hours

With Claan Power Plan

Without
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leaving the agreement because
they see it as a way to jump-
start industries weighed down
by environmental regulations.
Murray  Energy’s: controlling
owner, Robert Murray, has been
a'strong backer of Mr. Trump.
“In following through on his
promise,’ President Trump- is
supporting - America’s uncom-
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promising values, saving coal
jobs, and promoting low-cost,
reliable “electricity for Ameri-
cans and the rest of the world,”
he said.

Peabody Energy Corp, a
coal producer in St. Louis; sup-
ported the decision. “We believe
that abiding by the accord, with-
out significant changes, would

have substantially impacted the
U.5. economy, increased electric-
ity costs and required the power
sector to rely on less diverse
and more intermittent energy.”

Adam-Green, an analyst for
World Steel Dynamies, a steel-
industry consulting firm, said
Mr. Trump’s decision won't im-
mediately affect the industry,
but “it lifts some of the veiled
uncertainty” about the cost of
complying with future regula
tions.

U:S. energy-related carbon
emissions are at their lowest
level since 1992, according to
federal statistics. This is mostly
because the U.S. electricity sys-
tem has replaced a large amount
of coal-fired power with natursl
gas and renewables.

American - Electric Power
Co, one of the largest utility
companies in the U.S;; has been
shifting toward more gas, wind
and-solar because the moves are
popular with - customers” and
provide increasingly inepensive
power, said Chief Executive Nick
Akins. He said it was'a mistake
for the U.S. to exit from the
agreement.

—Thomas Gryta, Bradley
Olson, Timothy Puko and Bob
Tita contributed to this article.
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Trump

withdraw from the Paris climate agree:
. ment on Thursday, to the horror of green
@ ma% world-wide. If the deci-

sion shows he s more mindful

Growth and innovation

s Paris Adieu

% resident Trump snnounced the US. will

institute of Technology’s Joint Program con-
clude that even if every INDC is fulfilled to the
lettey, the temperature increase will be in the
range of 1.9-2.6 degrees Cel-
sivs by 2050, and 3.1-5.2 de-

of American economie inter- ar Fopd 3 grees Celsius by 2100,

Al : v T Orms ol i
ests than they are, the other &mh&ﬁ@r gﬁmm ‘{)f Such forecasts are highly un-
virtue of pulling out is to ex- climate insurance. certain, which is inherent when

pose the fraudulence of this
Potemildn village.

I a Roze Garden ceremony, Mr. Trump broke
with the 2015 agresment, starting the formal
four-year withdrawal process: “We're getting
out. And we will start to renegotiate and we’'ll
see if there’s a better deal. If we can, great. If we
can's, that’s fing.”

This nonchalance inspired a predictable po-
litical meltdovn, with the anticarbon lobby in-
voking death, slanetary disaster and a perma-
nent historical stain. Billionalre Democratic
donor Tom Steyver calied it “a traitorous act of
war against the American people” while Barack
Obama accused his successor ofjoining “a simall
handful of nations that reject the future,” what-
ever that means. Get ready for another march
onthe White House,

But amid the outrage, the agevieved still ha-
ven't gotten around to resolving the central
Paris contradiction, which is that it promises to
bie Barth-saving but fails on its gwn terms. It is
a pledge of phony progress.

The 195 signatory nations volunteered their
own carbon emission-reduction pledges, imown
as “intended nationally determined contribu-
tions,” or INDCs, China and the other developing
nations account for 63% of annual global CO,
emissions, and their share is vising. They sub-
mitted INDCs that pledged to peak the carbon
status quo “around” 2030, and mavbe later, or
never, since Paris included no enforcement
mechanisms to prevent cheating,

Meanwhile, the developed OECD nations— -

respousible for 55% of world €O, as recently as
2000—made unrealistic assurgnces that even
they knew they could not achieve, As central-
planning prone as the Obama Administration
was, it never identified a tax-and-regulation
program that came close to meeting its own
erpissions pledge of 26% to 28% reductions from
2005 levels by 2025

Paris is thus an exercise in moral and social
signaling that is likely to exert little if any influ-
ence on atmospheric €Oy, much less on global
temperatures, The Paris target was to limit the
surface temperabure increase to “well below”
two degrees Celsius from the pre-industrial
level by 2100, Researchers at the Massachusetts

sclentists attempt to predict
the future behavior of o svstem
as complex as global climate. The best form of ¢li-
mate-change insurance is g large and growing
econpry so that future generations can afford to
adapt to whatever they may confront.

Amiore prosperous soviety a century oF more
from now 15 a more important goalthan asking
the world to acoept a lower standard of living
todav inexchange for symbolic henefits, Poorer
nations tn g world where 1.35 billion lve with-
out electricity will never accept such atrade in
any case, while My, Trump is right to decline fo
lockin U.B. promises that make 1.8, industries
less competitive.

The surest way to “reject the future’ iz to
burden the economy with new political controls
today, because economic growth underwrites
technological progress and human ingemuity,
These are the malor drivers of energy transi
tions that allow people to generate more wealth
with fewer resources. Energy inteusity—the
amount of energy necessary to create adollar
of GDP—has plinged 538% inthe U.S, since 1990,

‘according to the U.5. Energy Information Ad-
ministration.

Over the same period, intensity declined

merely 37% I OBECD Burope, 20% in Japan, 22%

i Mexice and 7% in Korea. China diopped by
133%, but working off a far more wasteful initial
bass. Superior efficiency helpsexplain why Us.

carbon emissions fell by 145 mitlion tong in 2016
compared to 2015, more than any other country.

Russia was second, at minus 64 million tons.
Over the past five years U.5. emissions have
fallen by 270 million tons, while China~—the No,
100, emitter—added 1.1 billion tons.

A1 of which make the claims that the U.5.
is. abdicating glebsl leadership so over-
wrought. Leadership is not defined as the U.S.

‘endorsing whatever other world leaders have

already decided they want to do, and the U8B,
i5 providing a betrey model in any cose. Private
economies that can innovate and provide cost-
effective energy alternatives will always beat.
meaningless international agreements. Tathe

extent Paris damages economic growth, the

irony is that it would leave the world less pre-
pared for climate change,

Wall Street Journal | Opinion | p. A14
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8y Foop Srean

resident Trump bas made a co-
lossal mistake in deciding 1o
withdraw from the Paris dlimate
agreement. There is simply no
case for withdrawal, other than a desire
10 double down on an -informed
campaign promise, while the case for
&izaying inisoverwhelming But damag-
ing ag it is, this decision 8 not the
beginning of the end for efforts 1o
gontain climate change The world de-
cided in Parls to confront the climate
threst, and it s not turning back.
Arcundtheworld, dimaéchiongeln g
metaztasizine daneer, for come coun.
trigs even an exgslentisl threat It was
understond i the veoars leading un {9
the Parls nezotistion thist the climate
challenze conld be met only with o new
Bindo agm%ment pmmﬁs&d o czmx:ertw

. ambitions, uﬁzversai tra&:%;}aremg b&i«
 anced — was reached in Parls, with the

they do not say — how dare you?
President Barack Obamaonce said to
business leaders, in a Roosevelt Room
meeting [ attended, that cliniate change
was the one thirest other than nuclear
weapons, with the potentisl o alter the

coyrse of human progress. A near-con-

sensus of major 1.8 companies urged
the Trump administration to stay in the
agreement becaue they ko climate
changeis real thit the Paris sgreement
18 2 good and balanced deal thot their
OWh concerns on matters siwch us intel

lectual property and trade will be de-

fonded ouly U ULE negotistors areat the
table and thot turning the United States
intoa climate-change pariab will be bad

for business, for access to markets and

for investment But our ehicfexecutive
oresident deeided i lenve 18 business
inthe lurch

Al this is more than dxsa;sgsmmg
And watehing the snealied interng)
battle on thiz issue play out bebvesn
ﬁetemzimd ama,gﬁnim on the sneside

extending the good work they are al-
ready doing on climatechange, but also
by sending a clear and resounding
message to the global community: that
while Trump’s Washington may have
gone dark on climate change, inspired
centers of ihnovation and commitment
arvelighting the way forward all over the
couniry In states such a8 California and
Wew York, Washington, Ovegon, Minoe-
sota, Winols and Worth Cavoling, andin
New Eogland: in cities such a8 New
York, Chicapn, Loz Angeles, Houston
and Wew Orleans, amone many others,
These entities account for o sizable
chunk of both US eross domesticprod-
uetandearbonemissinns, Theymavnot
bé able 1o et the United States a1l the
way to our 3025 Paris emnissions target,
butthey have thepoentisl o go for
Private mmggﬁws, too, have been
instrumentd in | driving the
clean-eneryy rem}umng parsuing the
massive economis opportunities pre-
to devarbonise our

Washington Post | OpEd | p. A19
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ing as it is, this decision is not the
beginning of the end for ffors w
contain climate change. The world de-
cided in Paris to confront the climate
threat, and it is not twining back,

Arcund theworld, climate changeisa
metastasizing danger, for some coun-
iriss even an existentinl threat. It was
understood in the years leading up to
the Paris negotiation that the climale
chalienze could be met onldy with a new
kind of agreement premised on concert-
ed effort by all. That agreement —
ambitious, universal, transparent, balk
anced — was reached in Paris, with the
help of U.8. leadership every step of the
WaY.

Trump'’s suggestion Thursday that he
is willing 1o renegotiate the deal to
make it fairer to the United States
doesn’t pass the straight-face test. The
Paris agreement — for anyone who
actually understands it — is entirely fair
to the United Siates. The idea that
104 other counigies will Hsten %@
Trump’s insulting Rose Garden blather
and say, “Sure, let’s sit down and negol-
ate a new deal” is ridiculous.

Instead, Trump'sdecision will beseen
as an ugly betrayal — self-centered,
callous, hollow, cruel. The ravages of
climate change have been on display in
recent years in the superstorms, floods,
rising sea levels, droughts, fires and
deadly best waves that will only get
worse as the carbon index mounts.
Vulnerable couniries will look at the
United States, the richest power on
Rarth, the largest historic emitier of
greenhouse gases, and think — even if

changeis real, thatthe Parls agreement
is a zood and balanced deal, that thelr
OWT CONCeTns on matters such as intel-
lectual property and trade will be de-
fended only K115, negotiators are at the
table and that turning the United States
ino a climate-change pariah will bebad
for business, for access 1o markets and
for investment. But our chisf-executive
president decided to leave U8, business
in the lurch.

Al this is more than disappointing.
And waiching the so-called interpal
battle on this issue play out hetwseen
determined antagonists on theoneside
and diffident, sotte vore defenders on
the other was downright depressing.

But let’s be clear: This is not the end
of the line. This is a call to arms.

Couniries won't follow Trump out of
the Paris climate agreement and over a
ciiff. They won't give Trump the satisfac-
tion of “canceling” the agreement, as he
promised during his campaign. They
will want to show that they can carrv on
without the United Siaies. And they
know too well that climate change is
real and that if the Paris regime fell
apart, they'd just have o build it again.
They will hold on 1o the hope that the
current administration will be 2 one-
term wonder. I3 s true that in the
longer rum, it would be difftenlt for the
Paris regime 1o produce accelerated
action at the level that is needed with-
ot the United States. But other coun-
tries will probably bet that the United
States will comeback.

Progressive 1.8, states and cities also
have & crucial role to play, not only in

sota, [Hnols and North Caroling, and in
Wew England; in cities such as New
York, Chicazo, Los Angeles, Houston
and New Orlcans, among many others.
These entities account for a sizable
chunk of both U.S. gross domestic prod-
uet and carbon emissions. They may not
be able to get the United Siates all the
way $o our 2025 Paris emissions target,
but they bave the potential to go far

Private companies, too, have been
instrumental in driving the
clean-energy revolution, pursuing the
massive economic opporiunities me
sented by the need to decarbonize our
energy system. And comsumers are -
creasingly demanding that companies
not only provide desirable products or
services, but also stand a3 good corpo-
rate citizens.

Finally, for citizens, it is time 10 hold
our leaders accountable at all levels of
government. Protecting our nation, our
children and our American heritage
should not be optional for an elected
leader Nor should preserving America’s
singular standing in the world.

Thursday was not a good day for
climate change, and it was not a good
day for the United Siates. Nothing we
say now can change that. Butitls a day
that needs io be remembered as the
visible moment the rear-guard opposi-
tion wen? too far It is a day 0 spark
action and resolve. It is a day that needs
to count.

The writer, a visiting lecturer at Yale Law
School, was U.S. spacial envoy for climate
change from 2009 to 2016.
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N MONDAY, the journal Nature Climate
Change published a study finding that glob-
al warming’s effects on major world cities
could be far more devastating than previ-

»tmsly understood. Some cities, it found, could bea

‘Btaggering 144 degrees warmer on average by the

end of the century, causing 2 10.9 percent decline in
~eross domestic product as people work less, aiv and
“Wwater quality declined, and more energy was needed

1o cool buildings.

“ On Thursday, President Trump took a major step

#oward making this dystopia a reality.

“ In apnnouncing that be will pull the United States
“out ofthe Parisclimate agreement, Mr. Trumpdealt a
“Blow to the effort to slow climate change — but not

only that. By joining Syria and Nicaragua as the only
‘nonparticipants in the most conseguential diplo-
“matic effort of this century, he also dealt ablow to the
“11.8. leadership that has helped promote peace and

prosperity for the past seven decades under Republi-

‘can and Democratic presidents alike. Under their

‘guidance, the United States acted with selflessness

and enlightened self-interest. The traits reflected in

Mr. Trump’s decision are seli-defeating selfishness,

insecurity and myopia. '
A vanety of factors contributed to the nation’s

among them was energetic internationalism. The
General Aeresment on Tarts and Trade (GATT)
which obliged countries to mest regularly and
discuss improving the atmosphere for global trade,
was one of the spectacularly successful US barked
institutions that belped eradually remove barviersto
eeonomic exchinneeand innovation,

The Paris agreement had the promise to be the
P15t centurys GATT. providing a famework in
which countries wonld regularly convene and in
which each nation would be expected 1o offer what
more it could do'to advance an essential global goal

_that no country could achieve alone — not freer

trade, inthis case, but heading off climate change’s
worst effects. The agreement bore an American
stamp. It'was fairer and more flexible than previous
attempts tosirike aglobalclimate deal, with particus

lar sensitivity 1o U8, coneerns that emissions limits
notbeimposed onany country.

The sgreement was the worlds best hope to
ensure that big developing nations such as China
and India did their share, addressing GOP concerns
that these countries would refuse to sacrifice along
with the Uinited States, 1t did not Jock in exactly how
the United States and other nations would help.
Rather, it created an international expecistion of
voluntary commitments from every nation enforced
by diplomatic pressure. All of Mr Tromps arsie
ments forwithidrawing, inother words, aveunfound.
ed. He could have adiusted even minimized the 115
commitient withouttrashing the framevioric.

The president said Thursday. that the United
States might rejoin. the Paris. agreement after 3
period of renegotiation. But given the extent to
which other nations already zccommuodated Ameri-
can demands, the prospect of aradically different
treaty is fancifui 86 whaﬁ tangibie benefit does this

atall.
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By Ahnys GOWEN
AR Biuone Dinevel

NEW DELED ~— Ac the Upited
Starespulls back from is commit-
ment o Bebt dlimate change, the
worldstwo other bigpestpolluters
— Indisand Ching — are sounding
the alarm. But neither country &
in g positlen o Gl the waid left by

Americon leadership, or to foot

thebill

‘Their vast populations stand to
Iose dromaticolly from global
warming and the two countries’
lendiers nra already taking a stron-
ger public stance against the
thirest posed By carbon emissions
in the formi of rising sen levels and
catastrophic weather patterns,

Both say they will honor their
commitments to the Paris seoord,
and they are encournging other
countriestodo the same Thatsort
of rhewrical leadership is very
welcome, experts say, but neither
rountey i in 8 position to replace
the financial incentives the United
States had offered poorer nations,

This weels Indian Prime Minis-

ter Marendra Modi, durine Jvisit

toBerlin, stond alongside Gorman
Chancellor Angels Merkel and
said that fadling to acton climate
change was a “morally criminal
act”

Earlier this vesr, Chinese Presi-
_dent M3 Jinping colled the 2018
climate accord in Paris “a hard-
won achievement” and urged oth-
er signers o stick to thelr pledges
instead of walking away — “gsthis
isaresponsibility we must assume
for future generations”

In the past, thers was skepti-
cism in both countriesabout Wests
ern callsfor emissions reductions,
which were seen as hypocritical.

1ina and Indi

The strong public comments now
underline how %o opinion has
moved in both connttles.

In bis anvouncement Thurs-
day, President Tromp sharply crit
icized both India and Chins, say-
ing they had potten preferentisl
tregtmient when they signed the
accord,

The Tramp administrations
withdwwal Gom the pogd ann-
Iysts sov teopandives financing R
mitization and contydl efforts by
smaller notions and stokes foorg
that other countries mow shandon
their pledees b rodues srplusians

glong with the United Stares

It abo dramaticolly  under
miinesthe chansecaf further prog-
ress o veors ahead: The commit
ments comtained in the Paris ac
cord are not enoush o prevent
eavestronhic vises in elobal -
peratures and much deeper emis.
Shons euts wennld Be nosded, The
U5 withdewal s bonnd I hadly
domare the accords credibility
and the chaness of keeping the
vest of the warld fopuced on the
oushoholoss shead,

t=a body blow” said Chandra
Bhushan, depoty director of the
TZenter for Scicpce and Environ-
ment in Mew Delhi. “People are
putting on a brave face and saying
it doesnt matter if the U5 with-
draws from the Paris agreement
But it is built not only on cutting
emissions, but finance and tech-
nology, and the 1.8 contribution
is about 20 percent of that”?

Japan'’s” environment: minister,
Koichi Yamamoto, said at a news
conference Thursday that “T can®
help but feel concerned whether
the Paris treaty without US. par-
ticipation would be effective”

Yot Yasushi Kimura, head of a

FILEP SINGERSEERIPEAS TS 0 S pa ey

Indins Plagenden Modl, with Germuny's Angela Merkel fn B&ﬂﬁn,
saws fadling o net on climate change would be “mnrally o

maior Jspanese conglomeraie of
metals and petrolenm companies
called JXTG Holdines, told the
kel business newepaper when
asked shout civnse change, “it's

hard tolmngine pet worlineon it

Just heesnee the US pulled syt

The United States isthe worlds
second-larzest emitter of green-
house gases and had pledged in
Paris to reduce s emissions
28 percent to 28 percent below
their 2005 levels by 2025 The
country’s withdrawal. will have g
major impact on the agreement’s
goalof keepingthewarmingofthe
planet to below two degrees Cel-
sius {36 degrees Fahrenheit) of
whatit wasin preindustrialtimes,
experts sav.

Trump, who has said climate
change isa hoax” and that restric-
tions are bad forthe U.8. economy,
has already moved to roll ‘back

many Obama-era policies such as
clean’ power; vehicle emission
standards and curbs on:power
plants.

China and India had been slow
o address the issue of sglobal
warming < fearing it would hold
back the pace of development. In
India for example; 240 million
people remain withoutelectricity.

But experts now predict.that
China’s' earbon emissions ~will
peak, and then begin to decline,
significantly . earlier than the
eountry’s: 2030 target; and the
country is: investing more in re-
newable energy than: ‘any other
nation, - ‘pledging & further
$360 billion by 2020.

“China will -continue to carry
out innovation, green; open-and
shared development regardless of
how the other countries’ positions
are changing; based on the inher-

ent needs of its own sustainable
development,” Hua. Chunying; &
spokesman for the Ministryof For-
eign Affairg, said ina news.confer-
ence thisweek in Beijing.

Andnownew energy policiesin
hoth pations -are beginning: to
have a discernible effect; scholars
SaY.

Slowing consumption-in'China
and delay of construction of new
coal plants in India is likely to
reduce projected global emissions
by 2 billion to 3 billion tons by
2030; compared ‘with forecasts
fromi last year; according toa study
released in May by Climate Action
Tracker, an independent monitor-
ing group:

Meanwhile, India - which seta
target of increasing its renewable
power capacity to 175 gigawatis by
2022 — has exceededits targetsfor
windpower this-fiscal year and
has made some strides inincreas-
ing its solar capacity, according to
a study from the World Resources
Institute: Recent low solar prices
may make renewable power: in-
creasingly competitive, the study
said.

In-addition, the countryis hold-
ingoffontheconstruction of some
new coalfited power. generating
plants because the extra capacity
may not be needed for now, ac-
cording to'a new draft electricity
plan:

Piyush Goyal, India’s energy
minister, said that India rernains
committed toits Paris pledge~no
matter what happens inthe rest of
the world.

“We are not addressing climate
change because somebody told us
todo it it is'an article of faith for
this - government,” Goyal . said.
“Sadly the developed world does

Washington Post | Economy & Business | pp. Al, All

notshowthesame commitmentto
fulfill their promises; which could
help speed up the clean energy
revolution.”

Yet neither country is willing to
foot the bill: for other countries’
efforts 1o reduce emissions, ex-
perts say; The United States had
pledged $3 billion into. a Green
Climate Fund to assistsmaller
countries on their climate change
initiatives — $2 billion of which
has been canceled by the Trump
administration.

Zhang Zhongxiang, thedirector
of the China Academy of Energy;
Environmental and . Industrial
Economics ‘and a. professor at
Tianjin: University, said China is
more likely 1o take a role of a .
“cooperator”and “pusher” rather -
than assuming the out-front lead-
ership:role the Obama adminis:
tration adopted. Zhang said China
may contribute: fnancially ~in
smallerways; such ascontributing
$20 million toits South-South Co-
operation Fund to help smaller
countries.

The two countries are likely to
foster - knowledge - sharing  with
other nations, rather than. creat-
ing super funds; such as India’s
founding of International Solar
Alliance - a kuowledge platform
for sun-rich: countries = with
France in 2015, said Varad Pande, a
former adviser to India's Environ-
ment Mindstry and a member of
India’s climate negotiations teaim.

“It will be a different flavor of
leadership.” Pande said.

annie.gowen @washpost.com
simon.denyer@washpost.com

Denyer reported from Beijing. Shirley
Feng in Beijing and Anna Fifield in
Tokyo contributed to this report.
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THE FACT CHECKER

Explanation for Paris exit
is based on spurious claims

BY GLEMNN KESSLER
AnNp MocnerLeE YE HEee LEe

In his speech Thursday announcing his decision
o withdraw the United States from the Payis cli-

. mate agregment, President Trump frequently ralied
~ on dubjous facts and unbalanced claims to make his
case that the accord would hart the 0.8, economy.
Notably, helooked at cmly pne side of the scale —
claitning that the agreement left the United States at
_ acompetitive disadvantage, harming U.S. indus- -

- tries. Buthe often ignored the benefits that cotild
comefrom tackling climate ehange, including po-
tential green jobs.

Trump also suggested that the United Sfates was
treated unfably under the agreement, But each of
the nations that signed the pact agreed o help lower
ermissions, based on plans they submitted. So the
U.8. target was set by the Obama administration.

The plans are not legally binding; but develop-
ing and developed countries aretreated differently
‘because developed countries, on a per capita basis,

FACT CHECKER CONTINUED ON AlS
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Smoke billows from o stesl plont In Chings Inner Monzolin regfon. President Trump lncoirestly sald
perrits Chine to bulld mere conl plonts bul bors the United States fraw dolng so.

FACUT CHECHRER FROM A3

often produce more gresnhionse
gages then developing conntries,
Yorinstance, ong per cuplta b
sis, the United Btates in 2015 pro-
dizced more than dotble the car-
bon dicnide emissions of Ching —
snd eieht times ag much as India.

Herela roundup of staterents
made by the president during his
BRose Garden addrogs,

e 're getting oul, ut we will
start Watsgotioe, and we will see
o we van moke o deal thet's foir”

Each courtry set #is own com-
mitments under the Paris agree-
ment, so Trimps comment Is
puzzling. He conld unilaterally
change the commitments oiferad
by Prosident Bovacl Ohamg,
which {2 terhaieolly ¢ :

plards, Bt they onn, seconiling to
this agreement. India will be al-
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Chime will be allowed to build
hundreds of additional codl
plonts, 8o, we cant huild the
plants, but they enn, oncording to
thin agreerent. Indin will be gl-
dowd to double its cond produce-
Honby 20207

The agreement is nonbinding,
and each nation sets its own tar:
gets. Thereisnothing inthe
agreement that stops the United
States from building coal plants
or gives permission to China or
Indiatobuild coal plants, In fact,
market forces, primerily reduced
costs for natural gas, have foreed
the closure of coal plants. China
announced this yvear that it would
caneel plans to build more than
100 coal-fired plants.

Gary Cohin, directorof Trump’s
National Economic Couneil, re-
cently told reporters that “coal
doesn’t even make that much
sense anymore as 4 feedstock,
Natural zas, which we have be-
come an abundant producer,
which we're going to become a.
majorexporterof issucha clean-
er fuel”

“Complinnce with the terms of
the Paris accord and the onerous
energy restrictions it hos placed
on the United States could cost
Americaas much as 2.7 million
loatiobs by 2025, according to the
National EvonomicResearch As-
sociates. This inchudes 440,000
fewer manyfacturing jobs — not
whot weneed.”

Trump cited a slew of statistics
from a study that was funded by
the 115, Chamber of Commerce
and the American Council for
Capitsl Formation, foes of the
Paris sccord. Sothe figures must
be viewed with a laundived eve.
Moreover, thestudyassumed g

seenariothat no policy analyst e

perts — that the United States
will toke drastic steps m meet the
Obamapledge of 2 26 t0 28 per-
cent reduction in emissions by
20498,

Trump alsocited the impact by
2044, iIncluding a “costto the
eeomomy” of nearly $3 trillion in
lostgross domestic produet. But
in addition to an ynrealistic sce-
nario, that number must be
viewed in context over more than
twodecades, so 83 trillion”
amounts to areductionof S per-
cent. The study concludes that
coal usage would almost disap-
pear, but innovation in cleanen-
ergy sources would slow consid-
erably, which also raises the cost
of complying with the commit-
ments.

Environmentalisis say greater

investment in clean energy will
lower costs and spur innovation,
That mav not be correct, either,
but it demonstrates how the out
eomnes in models of economie o~
Hyity devades from now depends
onthe assumptions.

“Even if the Paris opreemen?
were implemented in full, with to-
tol compliance from all nationa, @
%5 estirnated it would ondy pro-
duce a two-tenths of one degree —
think of that, this much — Celstus
reduction in global temperature
by the yrar 2100. Tiny, tiny
amount”

Thimp is referring to research
by the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology, in 4 2015 report. Re-
searchers found that proposed
emissions cuts in the Paris plan
would result in about 0.2 degrees

-~ {Celsius)less warming by 2100, if

the euts were notextended fur-
ther

John Reilly, lead author of the
report, said he “disagrees com-
pletely” with Trump's character-
ieation that the 0.2 degreecutisa
“iny, tiny” amount that is not
worth pursuing. Asa part of the
deal, countries reexamine their
comitments and canexceed or
extend their pledgesbeyond
2030. The intent of the research
was to say that the Paris deal was
asmall step and that more incre-
mental steps need to betaken in
thelong run.

“Thelogicthat This isnt mak-
ing much progress on aserious
problem, therefore we're going to
do nothing justdoesn’t make
sense to me. The conclusion
should be — and our intended im-
plication for peaple was — notto
overly celebrate Paris, because
you still have a long jourpey in
front of you. 5o carbup for the
restof the trip)” Reilly said.

“The green fund would likely
obligate the United States to com-
mit potentiolly tens ofbillions of
dollars of which the United States
har already handed over 81 bil-
Bon. Nobody elseis even close.
Maost of hiem haven't evern paid
anything — including Furids roid-
ed out of America’s budget for the
war against errorisoy. That's
where they came [froml].”

Ttis Incorrect that other coun-
tries have notcontributed o the
United MNations Green Climate
Pund. Infact, 43 povernments

3 taide e ﬁm&@ after wnmxmmg fhat
the United States would wim&mw Hom the climate am&mm&

have pledged money to the fund,
ineluding nine developing coun-
tries. The countries have pledged
to pay $10.13 billion collectively,
andthe U1.5. share is $3 billion. As
of May, the United States had eon-
tributed $1 billion of the $3 bil-
lion it pledged

Trump Iraplies that the money
was taken out of the 1.8, defenise
fund. But the U.S. contributions
were paid out of the State Depart-
ment’s Economic Support Pund,
oneofthe foreign assistance pro-
grams to promote eeonomic or
political stability based on U.S,
strategicinterests. _Rhepublman
of this fund, saying Congress des-
ignated the momey to prioritize
security, human rights and other
efforts unrelated to climate
change.

“Belicve me, we have mnassive
legal ohility ifwe stoy in. As
president, I hove one oblizgation,
and that obligation 35 to the
Americanpeople. The Parisar-
cord would undermine our econo-
my, hamstring our workers,
wepken our sovereigily, tmpose
unocceptable legal visk amd put
s ot g permaopent disadvantage
to the other countries of the
world.”

Trump is referring to concerns
raised by White House Coungel
Donald McGahn that staying in
the Paris agreement would bol-
ster legal argnments of climate
advocates challenging Trump’s
decision to roll back the Clean
Power Plan.

The Clean Power Plan is a flag-
ship environmental regulatory
rule of the Obama administiation
and proposes to cut carbon emis-
sions from existing power plants
30 pereent below 2005 levelsby
2030, Itiscrucialto the U.S.
meeting its carbon emissions re-
ductions pledee in the Paris
agreement. But it has been placed
on hold while under Htigation.

According to Politico, MeGahn
raised converns that the Paris
agreement “could becited in
eourt chollenges to Trump’s ef
fortsto il Obama’s climate
rules. MeGahn's commenits
shocked State Department law-
yers, who strongly reject both of
those contentions, the sources
said”

Blenneessler@rovashpost.com
michelle lee@oashpost.com
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Move could put
a difficult target
out of reach

BY CHR1S MOONEY

President Trump’s decision
Thursday to withdraw the Unit-

ed States from the Paris climate

agreemerit could make it diffi-
cult, if not impossible, for the
world to stay on track torsach an
mternatmnany agréedaipon goal

for Hmiting dangerous  global

warming, scientists said.

That goal, which sought to
limit warming to “well below” a
2-degree Celsius  (3.6-degree
Fahrenheit) rise above preindus-
trial temperatures, wagalreadya
streteh before Trump annonnced
the 1.8, exit in a speech in the
White House Rose Garden.

With the United States, the
world’s second-largest emitter of
greenhouse-gas emissions after
China, walking away from the
accord, other countries will pre-
sumably have 1o ramp up their
ambitions still further if they
want to avoid the prospect of
dangerous warming.

“Avoiding a 2-degree warmmg
was already hard when all of the
key countries were rowing to-
gether” said Michael Oppen-
heimer, a climate researcher at
Princeton University. “With the
U.5. becoming 2 climate cutlaw
by withdrawing from Paris, that
target becomes nearly impossi-
ble. -
 “It looks like Trump has con-
demned the {1.8,, the rest of the
world, and future generations to
Iive in the climate danger.zone,”
he said,

It's only 2017, so projecting the
greenhounse-gas emissions of dis-
parate. conntries over many dec-
ades, and how they will change
the planets climate, i3 no exact
seience.

It's possible that other coun-
tifes could Bad a way tocogipen-
sate fof the 118, withdrawil = or

even that 4 future U8, adminis-

tration would reverse Trump's
action soon enpgugh to. averta ot
of clirnate damage.

It’s alse possible that actions
by states such as California, or
even individual cities and major
corporations, could stabilize US,
emissions, no matter what the
Trump administration does on

'IMPACT CONTINUED ON A15

Washington Post
Paris Accord Exit
pp. Al, AlS5

ED_013450_00000465-00001



FRPACT FROM A2

the federal level. Ora super-fast
moving renewable-energy tran-
gition, rather than the curent
slow and steady  one, conld
pome.

As Trump broke with the
',Fzma SR mm:at New Yark Gov.

. snid the initistive
fe 40000 jobs ln the
ymm - ar twice %Eag

g ; a‘;ggl

Bureny of Labor Statistics
figures,

Other U8 siates and mm«

far the 2+ éegré& goal. The com-
. mntmams maﬂe b:f countries in

achmve gufﬁcmm mzmmﬁns m
greenhousa.ras  emissions to
meet the sgreed-upon target.

Some scientiats Bave besp
skeptical of the Paris target for
some time, dimply  Decause
there’s only & finite amount of
carbon dioxide that humans can
putinthe airbefore the Barth s
consigned to a 2-degres rise In
temperature.

That “carbon budpst” pets
DRTTOWET EVSW’ YERI.

“There’s 5o many things that
nged to go right for 2 degrees.
Esgentially, we've emiitted too
much, which makes the
Zdegree challenge hard)” said
Glen Peters, o senior rescarcher
at the Center for International
Climate Research i Onlo.

Climate polity experis note
that U.S. emissions culs weré set
to make up 2 maior part — more
than o fifth - of the reductions
envigioned under the Faris ac
cord betweer now and 2080,

A analysis by the think tank
CHmate Dnreractive egtimated
that the U8 pledpcds would
secount for ‘21 percent of the
total erpacted emissions outs
out to the year 2030 under the

suming that the in-
unily remaing

1o lmit mrmmg m
1 5 ciagrees, which was seen s s
zater level for low-lying island
simies  and  other more-
wvuinerable countries,

“Prasident Trump’s withdraw-
al from the Pariz Aoreement,

Contnd. Sang

Hher IT0 partiss et s
partols

1924 g@&?&%@@
;wz countrise + ELL +

Pt

WNOT PARY OF AGREEMENT
3 countries

Syrle
provet Mingraann
" wy

oiriont ﬁumg; plangtg back ot of
Porls agresment, which puta the.
U8 o this group.
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MNIUIITY Temaing
B Sedepros rogl
% also apgreed on a
more aspwatmna,l goal at Paris
‘to trv to Hmit warming to
1.5 degrees, which was seenasa
safer level for low-lying island
states  and  other more-
vilnerable countries.
“President Trump’s withdraw-
al from the Paris Agreement,
combined with the repeal of
domestic actions resulting in
halting the decline in U.8. emis-
sions, will likely make it more
difficult and costly overall to
meet the Paris Agreement tem-
perature goal of holding warm-
ing well below 2°C, and limiting
it to 1.5°C" according to an
- analysis written by Bill Hare, a
. dimate scientist and the chief
: execntive of Climate Analytics, a
i group that analyzes climate
change scenarios.
Warming of more than 2 de-
grees would have dramatic con-
sequences: The planets ice
sheets would be far more likely
to melt, triggering more sea-
level rise, than at 1.5 degrees,
which is considered the safer
limit, according to Hans
Joachim Schellnhuber, a physi-
cist who heads the Potsdam
TInstitute for Climate Impact
Research in Germany.
*Particnlarly on sea-level rise,
every tenth of a degree really
matters” Schellnhuber said
“We find that with 1.5 degrees
warming, you probably will get
in the end something below 2
one-meter sed-lével rise and
then it stabilizes; with 2 degrees
it just keeps on rising, be-
cause many of the ice gheets
o Rek in?
i Other major climate impacts

at 2 degrees include severe
threats to coral reefs across the
globe, a greater risk of long:
lasting heat waves and exireme
rainfall events, and the risk of
lower yields for key crops such
! as wheat in tropical regions.
i Climate Interactive has esti-
mated that the United States on
its own would account for an
additional 0.8 degrees Celsius
(0.5 degrees Fahrenheit) of
warming by the year 2100 if it
leaves the Paris deal and takes
no actions to reduce emissions
for the rest of the century as
other countries fully live up to
their current pledges.

Schellnhuber similarly puts
that number at a few tenthsof a
degree Celsius -under this sce-
nario.

However, it would be even
more consequential if the U8,

RATIONALLY DETERMINED COI

A% 8l
‘Developed country

SRLTTIONG,

SRITTED TO THE URITED RATIONS

China and indls have set goals
bosed on emissions per GDF unit,
This means thet thelr praiected
total emissions poals may change
Based on actunl GDP gmwih

0M

Prolectod

eonissinns for the
LU Hhwere b
orrey on usiness

a4 ushal, l

0 i
1570

2012 2025 2030

Paduceemissions ner BUP Unilt by 60 to G5 percent Gom 2005 lovels By 2030

Retuce emissions per GDP unit by 38 10 35 percentliom 2008 lovels by 2030

Redues emilssions by 26 10 28 percent from 2000 louels by 2025

Reduce emiasions by ot least 40 poroent from 1950 lovels by 2030

Noto: The Vatican is not oficlally port of the Pards agreement, but Pope Francls has publicly
suppited 1t Somo parties gre part of the agresment but have not formially salitied It They
ara already complying and moving taward ratification, :

Sources: Parls agreement partlies from United Natlons. Emieslons ¢ata from the World
Bank as of 2012, the Iatest available year, unless otherwise noted. Emissions data 1s not
avallable for some countries after 2000, NDC data from Unlted Natlons Framewarke
Convention on Climate Change, prolested GDP from GECD. projected U.S. cmissinns from

the State Department via UNFCCC

departure from the Paris agree-

ment caused other countries to
wealen their commitments or
lower their ambitions,

Schelinbuber thinks that that
is unlikely for now — and that
other countries will keep on
pushing to cut their emissions.

I that is the case, those
efforts may be able to offset the
1.5, withdrawal from the agree-
ment.

Niklas Hohne, a professor at
Wageningen University .in the
Netherlands and a founder of
the _ NewClimate  Institute,
agreed that the U.5. move wors:
ens the prospects for meeting

the 2-degree target. But he also
said that he was seeing progress
on emissions euts in India and
China ‘that could be large
enough to offset backsliding by
the United States.

"Weve looked at recent devel-
opments in China and India,
and they are actually overcom-
pensating for the potential in-
crease in emissions in the U.8.)
he said. “That’s because renew-
ables are happening much fast-
er:in Ching and India, they are
replacing coal much faster, and
that leads to significantly lower
emissions.”

chris. mooney@washpost.com
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CALLS DEAL
T6 U.S. WORKERS

v@:vbama, wa}rEd leaders,
CEOs denounce decision

By PriLir RUcKER
AND JENMA JOHNSON

President Trump  announced
Thursday afternoon that he is
withdrawing the United States
from the landmark Paris climate
agreement, an  extraordinary
move that dismayved America’s al-
lies and set back the global effort
to address the warming planet.

Tramp's decision set off alarms
worldwide, drawing swift and
sharp condemnationfrom foreign
leaders aswell 4 top environmen-
talists and corporate titans, who
decriedthe U.8. exit from the Paris
accord asan irresponsible abdica-
tion of American leadership inthe
face of irrefutable scientific evi-
dence.

Trump, who has labeled cli-
mate change a *hoax,” made good
on‘a campaign promise to “can-
cel” the Paris. agreement and
. Obama-era regulations that he
said were decimating industries
and killing jobs. The president
cast his decision as a “reassertion
of America’s sovereignty,” arguing
that the climate pact as negotiat-
ed under  President - Barack
Obama was grossly unfair to the
U.8. workers he had vowed to
protect with his populist “America
First” platform.

%1 was elected to represent the
citizens of Pittsburgh, not Paris”
Trump prociaimed in a foreeful,
lengthy and at times rambling
speech from the Rose Garden of
the White House. He added, “As of
today, the United States will cease
all implementation of the non-
binding Paris accord and the dra
conian financial and economic
burdens the agreement imposes
onour country”

The United States joins only
two countries - Nicaragua and
Syria — i opposing a climate
agreement reached by all other
nations in 2015, A signature diplo-
matic: achievement for Obamas,
the Paris secord was celebrated at
thetimeasauniversal response o
the global warming crisis,

The 115, withdrawal from the
Paris agreement cannot actually
be finalized until near the end of

ACCORD CONTINUED ON Al4

Washington Post
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ACCORD FROM 43

Trump's term because of the ae-
cord’s legal structure and lan-

guage

With theworld’s second-largest
emitter of greenhouse gases wall-
ing away from the pact, scientisis
sald it would be nearlvimpossible
for the world 1o realive its agreed
goglof imiting global warming 1o
helow a 2-degree Celsius (3.6-de-
gvee Fahrenhelt) rise above prein-
dustrialtemperatures..

8till, many 1.8, states and pri-
vale rompanies anpounced
Thursday that despite Trump's de-
cision, they would continue their
own existing policies, such a5 re-
siricting greenhouse gas emis-
sions, as well as pursue new ones
o demonstrate urgency in ad-
dressing the climate threat.

Citdng o litany of statistics dis-
puted by environmentalists,
Trump sreved Thursday that the
part would hurt domestic many-
focturing and other industries
and would put the United States
at a “permanent disadvaniage”
with Ching, Indis and other rising
powers. Stayine in the accord, he
said, would cost the Unlted States
asmany as 2.7 million lobs by 2028
and as much as 53 trillion in jost
gross domestic product,

“We're going to have the clean-
est alr” Trump said. “We're going
tohave the cleanest water We will
be epvironmentally friendly. But
welre not going to put our busi-

nagase et nf warls Welve innt

PO, FHOTO BY HOW HWEE YOUNG VIA SGENTE FRANCEPRESSE ¥ih GETTY AGES

Borsek Obame, plotored last Beptembur in B rhon., Chlng, on Thursday sald the Parls cilmate sereemont negs o nnder Ris walch
was the praduct of ?mﬁy, principled Americon lendership o the world stage” and sald that It had brond support from the private sector,
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for 21 percent of the total emis-
sions reductions achieved by the
accord through 2030,

ese and Indetonaihie’

Condemnations of Trump’s de-
clsion were immediate and
strongly worded. Former vice
president Al Gore, who won a
Nobel Peace Prize for his work
raising awareness about global
warming and personally tried to
persuade Trump, said the presi-
dent’s deeision was “reckless and
indefensible”

“It undermines Americg’s
standing in the world and threat-
ens to damage humanity’s ability
1o solve the climate crisisin time”
Gore said in astatement.

Jeff Immelt, the chief executive
of General Electrie, tweeted: “Dis-
appointed with todav's decision
on the Paris Agreement. Climate
change s real. Industry must now
lead and not depend on govern-
ment”

Teslachief executive Elon Musk
and Disney chief exscutive Robert
Iger both announced Thursday
that they were leaving Trump's
business advisory eouncil over his
decision to withdraw from the
Paris deal,

In Europe, 4 top German polith-
cian slammed Trump’s decision,
morking him for his brusgue
brush-aside of a Balkan leaderlast
week at a NATO meeting in Brus-
sels. “VYou can withdraw from a
climate agreement but not from
climate change. Mr. Tramp,” So-

"ggkgj
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and as much as 83 willion in lost
gross domestic product

*Were zoing to have the vlean-
est alr” Tromp said. “We're going
0 havethe cleanest water. Wewill
be environmentally friendly. But
we're not going 10 put our busi-
nesses out of work. We're not
going tolose our jobs”

In a gesture 1o those who had
encouraged him to remain in the
accord, Trump said he was open to
neggotiating a new climate deal
that, in his sssessment, would be
more fair 1o U5, interests.

“We're getting out” he added,;
“but we will start to negotiate and
we will see if we can make a deal
thats fair If we can, that's great.
Andifwe can, that's ﬁne.”

The leaders of France, Ger-
many and Italy issued a joint
statement volcing “regret” about
Trump's move, promising to re-
double their efforts to implement
the Paris agreement and asserting
that it cannot be renegotiated.

We deem the momentum gen-
erated in Paris in December 2015
irreversible and we firmly believe
that the Paris Agreement cannot
be renegotiated, since it is a vital
instrument for our planet, societ-
ies and economies,” read the state-
ment from French President Em-
mapuel Macron, German Chan-
cellor Angela Merkel and Italian
Prime Minister Paolo Gentiloni.

Trump spoke by phone with
Merkel and Macron, as well as
Canadian Prime Minister Justin
Trudean and British Prime Minis-
ter Theresa May — who led a
chorus of world leaders wrging

X Ohamae, pleturrd lost Septemberin B

RO PROTO BY MOW FHUEE VOUF@G Yif BEENCE FRCEPRESSE Vi GETTY iEAﬂGES

by sald the Parls ollmsle ag

4 ander Iis watch

was the produst of “sleady, prineipled American ieaﬁmhig il ﬁm wiﬁ stege” sndsaid that i k&ﬁhmaﬁ mpmx?t from the privale secion.

Trump 10 keep the United States
in the Paris agreement.

“Heis making a mistake for the
future of his country and his peo-
ple and a mistake for the future of
the planet” Macron said.

Erik Solbeim, executive direc-
tor of the United Nations Environ-
ment Program, said in an inter-
view that “the biggest losers will
be the American people”

“1ts obviously regrettable” he
said. “The world needs American
leadership. However, the impact
is less than most people would
believe, because China, India and
Europe will provide leadership”

Central to Trump's rationale
was his feeling that the United
States had been taken advantage
of. Trump argued the Paris accord
was so unfavorable to U.8. inter-
ests that other countries were
laughing at America.

“The rest of the world applaud-
ed when we signed the. Paris
agreement,” Trump sald. “They
went wild. They were 50 happy
For the simple reason that it put
our country, the United States of
America, which we all love, at a
very, véry big economic disadvan.
tage.”

The president, who recently re-
turned from. his maiden foreign
trip, added, “We don’t want other

leaders and other countries
laughing at us anymore — and
they won't be”

Obama strongly defended the
Paris agreement as & measure to
“protect the world we leave to our
children” In a statement released
Thursday, he said the pact wasthe
product of “steady, principled
Armerican leadershiponthe world
stage” pointing out that it had
broad support from the private
sector.

“I believe the United States of
America should be at the front of
the pack” Obama said, “But even
in the absence of American lead-
ership; even as this administra-
tion joins a small handful of na-
tions that reject the future; I'm
confident that our states, cities,
and businesses will step upanddo
even more to lead the way, and
help protect for future gepers-
tions the one planet we've got.”

Adivide in s camp

The atmosphere in the Rose
Garden was celebratory, with a
military band performing “Sum-
mertime” and other jazz hits as
Cabinet members, White House
staffers, conservative . activists
and other Trump supporters took
their seats in the garden under a
bright sun.

The scene was a reflection of
the deep divide within the Trump
administration. over Paris. The
president took much of the spring
to make up his mind amid an
intense campaign by both sides to
influence his decision.

Secretary of State Rex Tillerson

and Ivanka Trump, the president’s
daughter and adviser, are among
thosewhourgedhim tostayinthe
deal, arguing it would be benefi-
cial to the United States to remain
part of negotiations and meetings
surrounding the agreement as a
matter of leverage and influence.
Neither attended Thursday’s cer-
emony.

White House chief strategist
Stephen K. Bannon and Environ-
mental Protection Agency Ad-
ministrator Scott Pruitt pushed
for a withdrawal, When Trump
announcedthat he would pull out,
there was a burst of applause and
some whoops from the assembled
crowd inthe Rose Garden — and
Bannon held his hands up in the
air, elapping enthusiastically.

Introducing Trump, Vice Presi-
dent Pence said the climate deci-
sion was an example of the presi-
dent putting what he sees as the
interests of . the United States
above all else.

“Our. president is chogsing to

put American jobs and American
consumers first,” Pence said. “Our
president s choosing to put
American energy and American
industry first And by his action
today, President Trump is choos-
ing to put the forgotten men and
women first”

More than 190 nations agreed
1o the aceord in December 2015 in
Paris; and 147 have since formally
ratified or otherwise joined it,
includingthe United States —rep-
resenting more than 80 percent of
the world’s greenhouse gas emis-
sions.

It's also heavily backed by 1LS.
and global corporations, includ-
ing oil glants Royal Dutch Shell,
ExxonMobil and BP. Large corpo-
rations, especially those operat-
ing ininternational markets, have
had vears toget used to the ideaof
reductions on carbon emissions,
and they have been adapting their
businesses aecordingly for some
time.

Withdrawingthe United States
from the agreement could: take
years because of the accord’s legal
structure and language, but such
a move would weaken its goals
almost immediately. The United
States is the world’s second-larg-
est ereenhouse gas- emitter and
would otherwise have accounted

T S A SR AL

InEurope, a top German politi-
clan siammed Tromip’s decision,
mocking him for his brusgue
brush-gsideofa Balkanleaderiost
week af 2 NATO meeting in Brus-
sels. “You can withdraw from a
elimate agresment byt not from
chimate change, Mr. Trump” So-
cial Democratic leader Martin
Schulz wrote on Twitter, “Reality
isn't just another statesman you
shove away”

But on Capitol Bill, Republican
leaders. praised Trump’s move.
Senate Majority Leader Mitch Me-
Connell (B-Ey.) said in a state-
ment, “Tapplaud President Trump
and his administration for deal-
ing vet another significant blow to
the Obama Administration’s as-
sault on domestic energy produc-
tion andjobs.”

House Spesker Paul D. Ryan
(R-Wis.) said, “The Paris climate
agreement was simply a raw deal
for America . .. I conmend Presi-
dent Trump for fulfilling his com-
mitment to the American people
and withdrawing from this bad
deal.”

There was some Republican
dissent, however. Sen. Susan Col-
lins (R-Maine) tweeted: “Climate
change requires a global ap-
proach. I'm disappointed in the
President’s decision”

philip.rucker@washpostcom
Jemnajohnson@washpost.oom

Brady Dennis; JulletEilperin and Chris
Mooney in Washington, Michael
Bimbaiim in.Brussels and James
Mehuley in Paris contributed to this
report
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After debate, Trump ‘stayed
where he’s always been’

5% AsHiEy PARNER,
Punie Bucken
Awp Mionars Binwsaum

The pressure on President Trump to remain in the
Paris climate accord came from all sides.

Silicon Valley titans, such as Apple chief executive
Tim Crok and Tesla chief executive Elon Musk,
gonteoied the ‘53%?%33’* direetly, making clear
just how serinusly they viewed the izsue of climate
change — and how important it was o them that the
president not withdraw from the international pact.

European leaders, including French President

Erviaaaet Muvron and Cenaan Chaneelior Angels

Merkel used a private summit of the Group of Seven
world powersto repeatedly and urgently prod Trump
to stay true to the climate deal.

And JIvanka Trump, the president’s . daughter,
reached out to chief executives and urged them to
call her father to make their pro-business case for
staying in the accord.

She even personally appealed to Andrew Liveris,
thehead of Dow Chemical, askinghim tospearhead 2
letter with other CEOs — which ultimatelyranas a

PARIS CONTINUED ON A13

in the Parls agreoment
T2 Cnuntieg
Enranear-iinons

Pafastirian Mighordy

&
28
et
Urited States
Syriz

THE WASHINGTORN POST Micarsdus

Ching, indla not stepping back
Asia’s big poliuters back deal but
wor't bridge the financigigap. A%

Breaking with Trump's desislon
States, big firms pressahesad with
thelr climate policies. A313

Shift n global leadorship
The U8, may lose influence on
trade and security issues, o, A4
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full-page advertisement in the
Waoll Bureet Journal in May —
directly appesaling to Trump to
stay In the agreement, according
to a person familiar with the of-

ot

. But In the end, it was not

_enouh,

. On Thursday, in a Rose Garden
ceremony, the president an-

- nounted his plan to withdraw the
United States from the Paris cli-
mate secord.

. Tramp had never liked the Par-
i aceord. He viewed it as 2 "had

_deal” and during the campaign
had promised his base he would
“eancel” the climate pact that he
believed was hurling American
warkers.e

His final, deliberative verdict
was the same as his initial, gut-
level one, avcording o this ac
count of Trump’sdecision-making
process, which is based on {uger-
views Thursday with more than a
dozen administration officials,
Tromp confidants, Republican
operatives and European diplo-
mats. Even so, the president lis-
tened and moderated months of
often heated, and at times down-
right contentious, discussions

.emonghisown advisers, as wellas
. stores of outsiders.
“He’s stayed where he's always
. been, and not for a lack of trying
by those who have an opposite
opinion.” said Eellvanne Conway,
counselor to the president. "He
. started with a conclusion, and the
evidenice broughthim tothe same
conchusion?

MNonetheless, the debate over
what Trump should wltimatelv do
— gtov in the deal w push for
changes or fully pull out — roiled
the administration.

The feht pit Invironmental

R B A AN RS S RS

Protection Agency Administrator
Scott Pruitt, chilef strategist Ste-
phen & Bannon and White House
Counsel Don MeGaby — who ol
pushed for a total withdrawal —
against Ivanka Tromp, economic
chief Gary Cohin and Secretary of
State Rex Tillerson — who argued
that the president would have
more leveraze by rempining an
active participant in the climate
deal.

During meetings with the presi-
dent, Bannon, Pruitt and theiral
Yes came armed with reams of
docaments flled with numbers
and shatisties showing what they
said would be the negative effects
on the 118 economy if the United
States remained in the dlimate
deal. They were, in the words of
one Bepublican i frequent con-
tact with the White House, “ready
wgototrig?

"They were presenting facts
and figures” Conway said. “They
were really important That was
the evidentiary case”

Soine of those opposed to pull-
ing out of the pact, however, said
that much of the data the other
side presented was either erro-
neous, scientifically dubious, mis-
leading or out of date.

The Paris pact was a particular
passion for Bannon, who spent
the past two weelis consumed by
the climate dedd, Including work-
ing feverishly from the West Wing
after returning  early from
Trump’s forsign trip, according to
two White House officials familiar
with the discussions. He pressed
his case directly with the presi-
dent — arguing that the Paris
gecord was a product of globalism
and unpopular with Trump’s base
— and also worked with Pruitt to
tilt the talks in thar direction,
providing political ballast 1o the
policy and legal arguments made

ve vel

by others on his side.

arka Trump, meanwhile
helpedlead theeffort to stavinthe
deal In meetings she argued that
withdrawing could hurt the Unit-
e States mlobal image and wesk-
en its moral duthority abroad. She
and her allies pushed the case that
the prezident would have more
leverage ithe remained part of the
agreement and negotiated from
within,

The opposing camp, however,
dismissed the substanve of her
appeal, brushing off her concerns
25 2 hend wringing question:
What will theworld think of ug?”

She also understood she might
not be suceessful in swaying her
father. But she helped implement
a process in which Trump heard
voices from all perspectives, from
both inside and outside the ad-
ministration.

Jared Kashuer, a senior White
Honse adviser and Ivanka’s hus-
band, agreed with the president
that the Paris agreement was a
bad deal. He felt that the carbon
emissions standards were too
high' and that a2 UN. fund that
helps developing countries coun-
terclimate change was costing the
United States too much: But he,
too, felt Trump should not with-
draw but simply renegotiate bet-
ter terms.

Another, smaller comtingent
tried for an outside-the-box fix:
Mare Short, Trump’s director of
legislative affairs, argued that the
climate pact could be considered
a treaty, in which case the presi-
dent should send i to the Senate,
which would need to ratify itbya
two-thirds majority. Chief of Staff
Reince Priebus and Nick Avers, a
senior strategist for Vice Presi-
dent Pence, both supported the
idea. But it never gained much
traction because the agresment

was specifically crafted as an
agreement that did not need Sen-
ate ratification.

Some of the efforts o dissuade
Tramp from withdrawing actually
had the reverse effort, further en-
trenching hiz origingl position.
When Trump heard advocates ar-
zuing that the era of voal was
coming o an end — something
Cohn told reporters on last weelds
foreign trip and also a frequent
talling poist by some cable niews
pundits — Trump only became
more adamant that pulling out of
the Parispacteould helprescuethe
US. coal industry, said a Republl-
can opetative inclosecontact with
the White House,

“When he hears people make
comiments like 'Coal jobs dont
matter anymore’ or ‘Those are
going away, he thinks of all those
peoplewhogottheelectionwrong
and didn realize that, no, these
people are important to us” the
operative said. *That's when his
populistmessagekicks in. it push-
eshim?”

Pressure from leaders abroad
also backfired. One senior White
House official characterized dis-
appointing European allies as “a
secondary benefit” of Trump's de-
cizgion to withdraw,

When Trump touched down at
ahumid Sicilian air base last week;
European leaders were already
girding up for an argument at the
G-7summit. In Brussels, the presi-
dent had just castigated NATO
allies for their defense spending.
But as leaders spoke during a
closed-door NATO dinner; not one
directly confronted him, seeking
to save their political capital for a
gontentious discussion about cli-
mate change in Italy.

Inthe end, several officials said,
the Group of Seven summit felt
more like a Group of Six against

C

One, at least on climate issues, as
every other leader went around
the table urging Trump to remain
in the Paris accord.

“There Is a situation where six
— ¥ vou take the EXL, seven —
stand azainst one” Merkel said
after the meeting,

Merkel, who might be the
secondeomost powerful leader in
the world afer Trump, also
pressed a moral-based argument,
according to one official who was
in the room. i the United States
pulled out, what would be the
message o countries in Africa
that could suffer most from global
warmingand nations like Fiii that
are drowning under rising sea
levels?

The official added that another
Jeader brought up political argn-
ments: Does the United States
want to preserve the US. lead on
the topic or hand it off to China
and India? And a third made an
sconomic pitch: By encouraging
renewable energy, you boost the
economy, vou bhoost: innovation
and you stay competitive,

But Trump seemed unmoved
by any of the appeals, instead
telling the group that this was
what he had promised during his
election campaign and that he
was protecting his voters, accord-
ing to the official.

On the plane back from Sicily,
Merkel did little to hide her disap-
pointment, aceording to someone
who traveled with her. She raved
about Macron and his “keen per-
ception.” Therewas no such praise
for Trump, of whom she could
only say, “He listened for hours”

The Europeans were hardly the
only ones upset by the president’s
decision. Among. administration
aides who wanted Trump to stay
inthe agreement, therewas grow-
ing frustration, bordering on de-
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spondency, that they had been
unsuccessful in their effort.

Manyhadgivenuphigh-payving
jobe outside the administration,
sacrificed their quality of life, and
were facingz daily leaks aud palace
intrigue stories — onlytofeslas if
they had been unable to influence
the president on an jssue of top
importance,

But the president’s mind was
largely made up: He would with-
draw from the Parisaccord.

¥ he needed a2 nudyge, though,
one came from France over the
weekend. Macron wasguoted in g
French journal talldng about his
white-knuckled handshake with
Trump at their first meeting in
Brussels, where the newly elented
Prenchpresident gripped Trump’s
hand tightly and would notlet o
for six long seconds in a show of
alpha-male fortitude.

My handshake was not inno-
cent” Macron said. He likened
Trump to a pair of authoritarian
strongmen — Russian President
Viadimir Putin and Turkish Presi-
dent Recep Tayyip Erdogan — and
said that he was purposefully
forceful becanse he believed his
encounter with Trump was “a mo-
ment of truth.”?

Hearing smack-talk from the
Frenchman 31 years his junior
irritated and bewildered Trump,
aides said.

Afew days later, Trump got his
revenge, He proclaimed from the
Rose Garden, I was elected o
represent the citizens of Pitts-
burgh, not Paris”

ashien.parker@washpost.com
philip rucker@washpost.com
michael birnhoum@woshpost.com

Birnbauwm reported from Brissels.
Robent Costa and Darmian Paletta in
Washington and Stephanie Kirchner
irt Beplin contributed to thisreport.
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More than two dozen big
companies urged Trump
to remain in the pact

By Sreven Mursow

Thirty states and scores ofcomy-
panies said Tharsdsay that they
wotld press ahead with their oli-
mats policies and pursue lower
greenhouse-gas emissions, brealk-
ing sharply with President
Trumnp's decisionto exdt the histor-
ioParks clbmateasnand

inapointed rebutial o Trumps
announcement in the Rose Gar-
denof the White Houze, New York
Gov, Andrew M. Cuome (D) un-
veiled 2 plan to invest $1.65billion
in renewalbile energy and energy
efficiency on Thursday thelorgest
procurement of renewable enerey
byastate

Meanwhile.mors than twodos-
S Hie coranenien ncliding An.
oo, Morpan Stanley and Boval
Buteh Shell, uvead Trumip st o
exitthe Povis ampedment
o Trimpfraned his renunciation
of the Parls accord a8 » historie
oment in defense of American
workers and the economy, But the
m&ns s utate capitals and corpo-
aus provided zooun-
amp’5 argaxment‘

@gzes Haw men root and gath-
ered monientum while oresting
thousands of iobs, state and corpo-
rate officluls sald. And the pres-
surs o srecubives to address ol
mate @hange hag mwn 75 maj‘gr JABIN BOTSE ORD/THE WASHINGTGR pRST
financial advisary Srms for the President Tramp speabs obout the U8, role in the Parls ellmate aceord of the White House Bose Garden, while many big flrms are brendkdng with bis derlsion to eoxdt,

fivst thwe need their sharen o
Washington Post | Paris Accord Exit | p. A13
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Tromps argument.
‘pation and the econ-
vvvvv watie-energy technol-
ag&a:«; Bave thken root and gath-
fred momentum while creating
Wnusonds oliobs, state andcorpo-
bt sald. Sod the pres-
suré on exevutives to address dli-
mate chianpe has orown od major
financial avizory fHems for the
st thme used thelr shores to
press thelr views on thie lssue.
Tramps decision to et the
andmark sereement will damase
c Unled Stotes’ international
- standine on climate fzsues, offi
Howrs after Trump's announes-
- ment Robert frer, chief executive
of Walt DisneyCo,, tweeted that he
 hd reglemed om the movaiienns
advisory connell “as 2 matter of
principle” over the withdrawal
from the Paris accord.

Tlovd Blankfein, chief EXECl-
5 Soldomon Sache, bvested
Ihat Tramp’s decision Mis g setback
for the environment and for the
Uss Zmdwrshi@ position in the
world,

Meanwhile, Cuomo unvelled his
.plan for 1.5 billion in renewable
_energy and energy elficiency mep-

sures. In an interview, his aldes
said he would spendan additional
§3150 million 1o give solar energy a
boost on the ropflops of schaols
and other public bulldings.

While Trump has cited his con-
corn sbout coal iobs In withdraw-
ing from the agreement Cuomo

said his latest energy initiative,
combined with earlier measures,

Peosident Tromp spealis shaut the U8, vole In the Povis o

Jobs by 2020
current num-
ber cf pHining and lopping jobs In
Wesr Virginia, acconding to the
Bureau of Labor Statistics.
Cromo, who has made renew-
able enerey o priovity since Hurri-
Lane Bandv In 2010, eaverts the
it solns emmact b o b
double o about 1500 megawates,
by the end of 2018 He s34 he
would provide new incentives for
the installation of 125 megawalls

‘of solay on the rooftops of sehovls

and other governmment buoildings,
Thesovernor added that the siate
basestablished apartnershipwith
2 congsortium of banks o finanee
enerey and solar proioets,

s the federal sovernment abe
dicates its msponsibility to ag-
drecs climate change — ot the ex-
pense of oy environment and
economy — New York Is leading
the nation in advancing a cleéan
energy future” Coomo said in g
statement He said that with the
package of measures, “Mew York
continues 1o tackle the challenges
of climate change and create the
high-quality, goud-paving careers

aftomorrow”

Cuomo isnt alone About 20
seates have adopted mandates for
utilitios 1o inerensé their use of
renewable energy, standards that
Will not change with Tumps with-
draowal fromithe Paris secordor his

eixmﬁ:mnulhfy the Obama admin-

v CleanPower Blan. |
in California, the state Senate
voted to make utilities use
109 nercent renewable energy by
2045 and 60 persent by 9020, The

eurrent standerdin Colifeniaand

Mew York is for uiilities o ot
S et of dhiele ndside. Gvin
revewwable sauroes by 2080,

Thoneh the California Senate
measure must still winapprovalof
the state Aosembly and Gov. Jeiry
Brown (D, it sent @ sienall 'Rt
drows a huge contrast bebween
Trump wanting to go barlovards
mdgtaxagtzymgmtakathe}mdm
tackling the climate crisis” zaid
Anna surilin, legislarive director
of Environment America.

"The Collloria economy last
year increased 40 percent faster
than thée rest of the country’
Brown said on a conference call

% aceord ot the Wikdte House Rose Garden, while many bls Srms are brey

Thursday. “In fact, following pol-
icles even tougher than what Paris
iscalling for, theCalifornia econo-
my is boosted. Trump is wrong
when he says Paris is bad for jobs.
It's good for jobs — the jobs of the
future”

Cuomn, Brown and Washing-
ton Gov. Jay Inslee (D) said they
were forming 4 coalition of states
determined to stick to the Pariz
targets. The three states account

fora fith ofthe U8, economy.

Many enerey experts sav that
progress will continue on green-
Bouge-pas emissions even if the
United Stotes drogs out of the
Parizazrecoent.

*Fhe pet impact to our emis.
sions pecformanceis likely zera to
negligible” said Andy Korsner,
former principal climate negotin-
tor for President George W, Bush,
1 don? actually believe for a mo-
mentthata withdiawal from Pariz
is tantarount to abating our ef
forts, divection or momentum
toward increased penetration of
clean-energy technologies. Wash-
ington does not have the power o

Karsner compared renswable-
energy progress to the Pony Ex-
press. “When the Pony Express
changed to airmail, then the Pony
Express was done, Obsolete” hie
said, "When the Pony Fapress
gives way to emall, then the Pony
Express is a distant memory, a
romante relic. That's what s hap-
peningintheworldof energyiech-
nology. That has been our national
aspiration for decades. . . . And we
havespresidentwhowantstoquit
the some”

Trunmps  aunboncement  co-
incides with signs that climate
concerns areprowing inthe finan-
cial community. A resolution in-
sbiucting covporate managements
1o do the climate eaqvivalent of a
finunicial stress test ~ desceribing
indetail the effects of soverniment
policies desioned to limit global
warming to 2 degrees Celsiug —
hos been sdopted at Occidental
Petroleum, the utility PPL and
Exsanliobil over the protests of
manazement. Major financial ad-
visory firmis Vanguard, BlackRock
and State Strest bucked tradition
and backed the resolutions.

Fomit BOTSEORDYTHE WASHINGTON PCAT

% vwith hic decision to euil.

On Thursday, 25 major compa-
niestook out a full-page advertise-
mentinthe New York Times with a
letter addressed to Trump. The
companies — including Google,
Intel, Microsoft. and Schneider
Electric — urged Trump to stay in
the Paris accord.

%z Businesses concerned with
the well-belng of our customers;
our investors, our eommunities
and  our suppliers, we are
strengthening our oimate resil-
ience?” the letter said, “and we are
investing in inpovative technole
ogies that can help achieve aclean
energy transition.” But it said that
government and U8, leadership is
essential too, .

Separatelv, Boyal Duich Shell
said in a stotoment that 1t had
shared with the Trump adminis-
tration“onr strong supportforthe
U8 remzining in the agreement”
I added, or our part, we will
continue to take internal actions
and convene important converss-
tions that acknowledze our rolein
providing more and clesner en-
ergy”

stevenmufson@uashpesicom

put the genie back in the bottle”

Washington Post | Paris Accord Exit | p. A13
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By Casor Mossion
mm& &m}m W&@mm

In dztchmg the ?ans a@wrd on
climate chanee, Progident Toumip
has samemed his reputaﬁ:mn as

vvvvv

chief with me latestin a string of

decisions that forelgn policy ana-
lysts believe conld have profound
conseguences for US: global
leadership,

The decision to exit the Paris
agreement is sure to anger many
of the almost 200 nations that
signed the commitiment to re-
duce emissions. In one sign of
2 alllances, the Buropean
Union and China were expected
to jssue g joint staterment ﬁ%ﬂay
vowing 1o take o leading role in
stemming . China
in pardeular is expecmd to fill
any leadership vacuum created
by the U5 retreat, both in ol
matechange and trade.

“Ws potee to sevlously complie
eate any effort President Trump
makes 1o Bulid g vounterierror
s conlition o mobillze the
West on any zet of polisy fsapee?
sald Bruce Jones, diveston of the
forelun polity program at the
Broohings Insiiiution,

“1% an odd calenlation” he
said. "They gain mihing fmm
leaving and lose g lot”

Abandoning the 2018 scoord
championed by the Obakua ad-
ministration reflects Trump's dis-
dain for big, multilateral agres
menk and alliances, an ﬂpiﬂi&u
he expressed offen on the came
palgn teall and followed through
in office by ditching the Trane
Pacific Parbnership, threatening
1o leave the North Americon Free
Trade Agresment and upbraiding
NATO allies.

Barry Bennett, a political ad-
viser to Trump during the cam-
paign, said no one should be
caught unaware by Trump's ac-
tions.

Fresldent Tronip, NATE Secertiey Guneral Jons StoRenbers and Gorman mw&m mg@m M@wm

otk throngh NATD hosdanarters ol the alllanee’s sormmit last wesk in §

“They should have gsm& Woa
rally” be said, “They wouldnt be
surprised ot oil”

Bennert deseribed what stk
ing plscegen reclibration cf U8
gr%@riﬁa;g‘

Rometimes W have wdued
ot relationshin with Enmp&am
pver the Thes of Harbuoring
Americans " hoanld,

Last week ot NATO, Truimpleft
lenders uncertain sbout the US,
commitoment o come to Burope’s
defense and led German Chan-
rellor Angels Merkel 1 say that
Ruropeans cannot rely on others,
10 the clearest foreshadowing he
would nix the Parls pact, Trump
was the onlv leader at 8 mesting
of the Group of Seven leading
industrigl democracies who did
not endorse it

Trump’s approach underscores
how in barely four months he has
succeeded in reshaping Ameri-

dasroleinthe world,

“Having pulled out of the Paris
accord, sfler sowing doubt at
N&TO and killing the TPP Presi-
dent Tromp s on the way o
ending the U5 -led international
order” sald U Eupehian, chair-
man of the Eurasia Group, a firm
that gseesser politiend pisks, 7]
think were heading tovard o
Hobbesian,  each-on-his-own
worid”

Many in the forslgn policy
establishment belisve the pull-
bagks have undermined US. in-
fluence snd credibility,

“Other countries will be less
willing to engage with us,” said
Pavid  Victor, director of the
Laboratory on International Law
and Regulation al the University
of California at San Diego. *It
creates a vacuum others will try
to fill It will make it harder for
the United States to advance its

2 &

interests”

Wiuch of what has rankled the
forelen policy community are ae-
tions Trump promisedduringthe
campaign of part of his "Anerica
fizst” agends. As a candidate, he
repeatedly sald that he would
Yeancel the Paris climate aoves-
went? In s document released
toward the end of the campalap
and ontlining his plans for the
first 100 days, Trump pledged to
“eancel billions in pavments o
VM. climate change programs
and wse the money o fix Amerl-
¢a's water gnd environmental in-
frastrocture”

On other promises with for-
eign policy implications, Trump
has shown more flexibility He
said he would “label China a
currency ‘manipulator,” a prom-
ise hie has backed off while seek-
ing more cooperation from Bel-
jing in'containing North Eorea’s

nuclear pmbitions,

John Bolton, & senior fellow at
the American Enterprise Insti-
tute, said that Trump has shown
that unlike some Ruropenn allies,
he & not embracing “this ideo-
logicdl commibment W mult-
sterslism forits owp sake”

Bolton sald that the sdminis-

tratlon of President George W.

Bush, in which he served, was
branded as isolationist for sev-
eral Actiops during s tenurs,
ineluding a decisionto pull out of
the International Criminal Court.
What was happening then — and
now - is " series of devisions
about what was io the best inter-
ests of the United States,” he said.

Like Trump, Bush was just a
few months into his presidency
when he decided to withdraw the
United States from & major
multinational climate agreement
negotiated by his predecessor
The 1997 Kyoto treaty on global
warming had been: signed by
192 nations, almost & many ds
the 195 that signed the Paris
agreement.

Timothy Nafiali, a presidential
historian at New York University,
said no president has done so
much 80 eaddy in his term to
unilateraliy alter the world order.

“Ronald Reagan had to havea
partner in ppending the world
zmiers &mi tha&was 'M:ekhaﬂ Gor-
change Ameriean fﬁm policy,
but it took him several years.
Tramp seems to be doing &t on
cafieine”

Many multinationsl  institu-
tions, with the United States ina
lendership role, emerged from
World War II when American
dominance arose almost by de-
fault with so many other coun-
tries in ruins. But the old world
order has been dedining  for
years now, with Chinas rise asan
economiec and military power.

Now, China is positioned to

move into the void left by the
United States, At the World Eeo-
aomic Forum in Davos, Switzer
land, this year, Chinese President
Xi Jinping gave a speech extol
ling the virtues of globalized
trade as the United States ap-
peared to be turning inward. The
U.S. abandonment of the Parls
accord represents another oppor-
tunity. On Thursday, Chinese Pre-
mier Li Eedglang stood beside
Merkel in Berlin and declared the
fight ageinst climate change a
“elobal consensus” and an®inter-
national responsibility” He noted
that China was one of the first
counivies ro ratify the Parls ac-
copd.

i Jingsing ssitting in Beliing
and cant believe what's happen-
ing to him” said Tve Deslder, a
former U8 representative o
MT@ and now president of the
it Councll on Global AF
fmm “The United States retreat
from leadership mieans Chinag
can s move in America’s wake.
We're seeing the possibility of 2
shift in global leadership, away
from Washington and the United
States toward Beljing and Ching”

Others see nwo cause for alarm.
Stephen Moore, a distinguished
visiting fellow at the Heritage
Foundation; said that Trump was
exerting a different kind of lead-
ership by pulling out of an agree-
ment that ‘he said would cost
middle-class jobs and lead to an
increase  in energy prices for
Americans.

“The most important role for
the United States is to lead by
example,” said Moore, who has
advised Trump on economie is-
sues. “When we get it vight on
economic policy, it tends to get
exported to the rest of the world.
It's important that the U8 show
leadership on free-market pol-
icies”

carol.morello @washpost.com
Jokn.wasner@washpost.com
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Message

From: Bowman, Liz [fO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=C3D4D94D3E4B4B1F80904056703EBC80-BOWMAN, ELI]

Sent: 5/18/2017 4:00:30 PM

To: Vaughan, Aubrey (Paul) [Aubrey_Vaughan@paul.senate.gov]

Subject: RE: Potential op-ed

Hi Aubrey — Please give me a call at 202-309-3416. Thank you — Liz Bowman

From: Vaughan, Aubrey (Paul) [mailto:Aubrey_Vaughan@paul.senate.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, May 17, 2017 2:09 PM

To: Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>

Subject: Potential op-ed

Hi Liz,

What's your phone number? | wanted to connect you with a press person in Sen. Paul’s office on an op-ed
we're drafting re: Paris Agreement.

Thanks!

Aubrey Vaughan
Legislative Counsel

Office of Senator Rand Paul
(202) 224-6515
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Message

From: Bowman, Liz [fO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=C3D4D94D3E4B4B1F80904056703EBC80-BOWMAN, ELI]

Sent: 5/23/2017 3:35:49 PM

To: Lyons, Troy [lyons.troy@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Contact info

Ha, | see what you did there.

From: Lyons, Troy

Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2017 9:32 AM

To: Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>

Cc: Bennett, Tate <Bennett.Tate@epa.gov>; Bowman, Liz <Bowman.Liz@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Contact info

Merci beaucoup

Sent from my iPhone

On May 23, 2017, at 9:30 AM, Graham, Amy <graham.amy(@epa.gov> wrote:

From: Sergio Gor [mailto:sergio@randpaul.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2017 9:23 AM

To: Graham, Amy <graham.amy@epa.gov>
Subject: Re: Contact info

fy1

ICYMI: Dr. Rand Paul:
“Say Au Revoir to
Paris Climate
Agreement”

WASHINGTON, D.C. - In his latest op-ed for Fox News, U.S.
Senator Rand Paul urged the Trump administration to withdraw
from the Paris Agreement.

“Can we really have an America First energy plan if we are
needing to seek the endorsement of the UN as we make

ED_013450_00000511-00001



determinations about our country’s environmental and energy
policies,” Dr. Paul asked in the piece. “The federal government
should be beholden to one authority and one authority alone —
our Constitution — and not some UN bureaucrats.”

You can read Dr. Paul’s op-ed HERE or below.

http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2017/05/22/sen-rand~paul-say-au-revoir-
to-paris-climate-agreement.hitml

On Wed, May 17, 2017 at 6:24 PM, Sergio Gor <Sergio@randpaul.com> wrote:

Looking forward to this - likely will introduce on Tuesday and we
will do a full press court - tv, radio and host reporters in the office

Would SP be interested in a joint media call with Rand and
national reporters?

On Wed, May 17, 2017 at 4:52 PM, Graham, Amy <graham.amy(@epa.gov> wrote:

Hey — Good chatting with you, Sergio. Including all my contact info below.

Thanks!

Amy Graham
Deputy Associate Administrator for Public Engagement
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Crrahamoamvyvidena.sov

202-564-4464 (office)

202-306-5038 (cell)

ED_013450_00000511-00002
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Message

From: Bowman, Liz [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=C3D4D94D3E4B4B1F80504056703EBC80-BOWMAN, ELI]
Sent: 6/2/2017 6:47:03 PM

To: Jahan Wilcox {wilcox.jahan@epa.gov) [wilcox.jahan@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: The Daily Caller: Inside The ‘Resistance’ To The Paris Climate Accord And How They Held Trump To His Promise,
6/2/17

Good

From: McGonagle, Kevin

Sent: Friday, June 2, 2017 10:39 AM

To: AO OPA OMR CLIPS <AO_OPA_OMR_CLIPS@epa.gov>

Subject: The Daily Caller: Inside The ‘Resistance’ To The Paris Climate Accord And How They Held Trump To His Promise,
6/2/17

The Daily Caller
bt/ dailvealler com 2017 /06/02 finside the-resistance-to-the-paris-climate-accord-and-how-they-held-trump-to-his-

Inside The ‘Resistance’ To The Paris Climate Accord And How They Held Trump To His Promise
By Michael Bastasch 6/2/17 9:33 AM

President Donald Trump announced he would fulfill his campaign promise to withdraw from the Paris agreement on
climate change, eviscerating a signature achievement of the Obama administration.

Trump’s decision came after weeks of intense lobbying from both sides of the Paris accord debate. Corporations,
environmentalists and Democrats urged Trump to stick with the deal, while Republicans and conservative groups
pushed for withdrawal.

More intense was the debate within the White House itself. Key staffers were lined on both sides of the issue, making
Trump’s decision to withdraw a lengthier process than many anticipated.

While the decision was ultimately Trump’s to make, there were many people working behind the scenes and in public to
make sure the president kept his campaign promise to “cancel” the climate accord.

Conservative groups, White House officials and Republican lawmakers worked behind the scenes and in the media as
part of the “resistance” movement to the Paris accord, which the Obama administration joined in 2016.

They worked to nudge Trump in the direction of withdrawing from Paris, constantly reminding him of the legal risks to
not fulfilling his promise to supporters.

A letter from Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell and 21 other top Republican lawmakers in late May “reinforced
Trump’s instincts to withdraw” from the Paris agreement, Axios reported, but key administration personnel and
conservative heavy-hitters also played a role.

When Trump officially announced his withdrawal from the Paris accord Thursday, Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) Administrator Scott Pruitt walked up to the podium in the Rose Garden to speak. Many in the media saw this as his
victory.
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Politico reports Pruitt “used his new post as EPA administrator to orchestrate an aggressive campaign to marshal
conservative opposition to the Paris agreement.” That campaign included having EPA staffers urge conservative groups
to go public with their concerns about the Paris agreement.

Pruitt was the only Trump administration official to publicly bash the accord. In TV appearances in April and May, Pruitt
called Paris a “bad deal” that put Ametrica “last.”

“Paris is something that we need to really look at closely. It's something we need to exit in my opinion,” Pruitt told Fox
News in April.

Pruitt’s public criticisms of the Paris agreement bolstered conservative groups and Republican officials who opposed
sticking with an international deal that never got Senate approval.

But it wasn’t Pruitt’s victory alone.

Trump’s international energy policy adviser George David Banks worked tirelessly with outsiders to nudge the president
to withdraw from Paris, according to a source familiar with the efforts.

Banks, who worked in the Bush administration, ran a pseudo campaign out of the White House, “including editing letters
from third parties,” a source told The Daily Caller News Foundation.

Others in the White House who opposed the Paris agreement reached out to “people outside the administration to help
amplify the message,” the source said, “but it was nowhere near as aggressive as Dave Banks’ effort.”

White House adviser Mike Catanzaro also played a role in the effort to ditch the Paris agreement, but general counsel
Donald McGahn was “probably the most pivotal voice” in the White House advocating for a withdrawal from the Paris
agreement, according to the source.

“We were having trouble getting traction on the argument that the agreement poses some legal risk,” the source said.
“Until he joined the conversation.”

During two closed-door meetings in late April and early May, McGahn raised concerns with Trump about the legal risks
of staying party to the Paris agreement, Politico reported. McGahn warned the U.S. may not be able to adjust its pledge
to cut emissions and that environmentalists could use the Paris agreement to undermine Trump’s deregulatory agenda.

McGahn's interjection “shocked” Department of State lawyers who largely made the case for staying in the Paris
agreement, according to Politico. Secretary of State Rex Tillerson publicly came out in favor of the Paris agreement
during his confirmation hearing in January.

Banks, McGahn and White House chief strategist Steve Bannon led the administration faction opposed to the Paris
agreement. They ended up butting heads with pro-Paris advisers lvanka Trump, Jared Kushner and Gary Cohn. Secretary
of State Rex Tillerson and Energy Secretary Rick Perry also favored staying in the Paris accord.

In early May, the heads of 44 free market groups sent a letter to Trump, urging him to withdraw from the agreement.
The coalition was led by the Competitive Enterprise Institute (CEl).

CEl was “the energy” and “enabled the issue to stay high profile in the White House for months,” an administration
source told Axios.
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In May, CEl launched an online petition and ad campaign to remind Trump of his campaign promise to withdraw from
the Paris accord, and AEA circulated another petition calling for Trump to withdraw from the agreement.

CEl senior fellows Chris Horner and Marlo Lewis published a report detailing the legal risks of remaining in the accord.
CEl's Myron Ebell, who headed Trump’s EPA transition team, was also public about his opposition to the Paris
agreement.

The source told Axios that CEl also “helped generate” the letter from Senate Republicans that reportedly gave Trump
the final nudge he needed to announce a withdrawal from Paris. The letter reminded Trump why he opposed Paris in
the first place — it didn’t put America first.

About a week before Trump made his decision, McConnell led a group of 22 GOP Senators urging Trump to withdraw
from the Paris agreement. McConnell’s letter to Trump reportedly “reinforced” the president’s pre-existing inclination to
leave Paris.

“I think there’s a lot of credit due to a lot of people. It's been a tough fight, and both sides have done about all that can
be done,” a source in the conservative movement told TheDCNF.

Kevin McGonagle

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: {202)-564-4524

megonagle kevin®epa.gov
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Message

From: Bennett, Tate [Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/26/2017 4:51:44 PM

To: Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]

Subject: Fwd: Shimkus Op-Ed: Say Adieu to the Paris Agreement

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Ringel, Aaron" <ringsl.aaronBena.gov>

Date: May 26, 2017 at 12:35:27 PM EDT

To: "Lyons, Troy" <ivanstrovi@epa.gov>, "Bennett, Tate" <Benneit. Tate@epa.gov>, "Bowman,
Liz" <Bowman. Liz@epa.gov>, "Graham, Amy" <graham.amyv@epa.gov>, "Palich, Christian”
<galich.christian@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: Shimkus Op-Ed: Say Adieu to the Paris Agreement

FYI

From: Haverly, Jordan [matliodordan Haverlv@mail houss.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 12:33 PM
Subject: Shimkus Op-Ed: Say Adieu to the Paris Agreement

Good afternoon —

Just wanted to flag the op-ed below by Congressman John Shimkus that ran in this morning’s Southern
lllinoisan. Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks, and have a great Memorial Day weekend.

Jordan

lordan Haverly

Communications Director & Policy Adviser
Congressman lohn Shimkus {H-15}

(202) 225-5271 | Cell: (217) B20-9812

SHIMKUS: Sav adiey to the Parls Agresment

Like much of the previous administration’s climate legacy, the Paris Agreement never had the
support it would need to become the law of the land. Neither executive agreements nor
executive actions are a substitute for legislation or treaties, and neither the deal itself nor the
Obama Administration’s policies stemming from it were supported by the majority of Congress.

As Congress continues to work with President Donald Trump and Environmental Protection

Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt to roll back those rules and regulations through a
combination of legislative and administrative actions, the United States should consider exiting
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the Paris Agreement as well. By doing so, it would be made clear that we will not sacrifice our
jobs, affordable electricity, and economic competitiveness.

The fact is, America’s global leadership will not be harmed by exiting the agreement — an
agreement we arguably never fully opted into in the first place. On the contrary, bidding adieu
to the Paris Agreement would demonstrate to our friends and foes alike that the United States
government is bound not by the wishes of one administration, but by the will of the people.

It's also time to be realistic about the agreement itself. The truth is that even if the United
States stopped 100 percent of our carbon dioxide emissions tomorrow, it would make little
difference in international climate projections. Former Secretary of State John Kerry even
conceded, in Paris no less, that “if all the industrial nations went down to zerc emissions —
remember what | just said, all the industrial emissions went down to zero emissions — it
wouldn’t be enough” to alter global temperatures to the degree demanded by the
environmental left.

My friends on the other side of this debate counter that more than 600 companies — including
some of the largest multinational corporations — have urged the United States to remain in the
agreement, and that staying somehow gives the U.S. more leverage in what is supposedly a
voluntary deal. But there are a few holes in both those assertions.

The first is obvious. If any one of those companies wished to take actions within the scope of
their business that they believe will improve the Earth’s environment, nothing in the Paris
Agreement or any existing U.S. law prevents them from doing so. No corporation should need
permission from the federal government to reduce their emissions.

The second is less easy to see. While voluntary, national commitments made under the
agreement may not be enforced by the international community, Big Green groups may
attempt to seek enforcement of President Obama’s promises in a U.S. court. Whether they
succeed or not, the litigation would waste EPA’s time and resources that would be better spent
on their core, congressionally-mandated functions.

For these reasons and more, President Trump should heed his advisers urging him to leave the
Paris Agreement. And Congress and the administration should continue to work together to
bring the power back to the people and the states — putting the consumer first, focusing on

creating good paying, American jobs, and capitalizing on our nation’s energy abundance.

Hit#
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Message

From: Hale, Michelle [hale.michelle@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/9/2017 3:52:55 PM

To: Jackson, Ryan [jackson.ryan@epa.gov]; Ferguson, Lincoln [ferguson.lincoln@epa.gov]
Subject: FW: Tom Harris: "Killing The Paris Agreement Is Not Enough"

Importance: High

From: Joseph Bast [mailto:IBast@heartland.org]

Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2017 10:46 AM

Subject: Tom Harris: "Killing The Paris Agreement Is Not Enough"
Importance: High

Friends,

QOutstanding piece by Tom Harris at Daily Caller.

This really is a case where cutting the tail off the dog all at once, rather than an inch at a time, is the right
move. Withdrawal from the UNFCCC, something the old diplomatic guard and crony capitalists say is
impossible, is the right thing to do now. It would be the shot heard around the world and bring the whole
AGW house of cards tumbling down.

Tom can be reached at tom, harris@climatescienceinternational.net or

Tom Harris, B. Eng., M, Eng. {(Mech.)
Executive Director,

International Climate Science Coalition {ICSC)
P.O. Box 23013

Ottawa, Ontario K2A 4E2

Canada

wyww climalescienceinternationalor
613-728-9200

Joe
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Killing The Paris Agreement Is Not Enough

Tom Harris
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Executive Director, Climate Science Coalition

5:50 PM 05/08/2017

If President Donald Trump merely pulls the United States out of the Paris Agreement on climate change, it will
be like cutting the head off a dandelion. It will look good for a while until equally bad agreements quickly grow
back when a Democrat occupies the White House again. Trump needs to dig up the roots of Paris—the 1992

to U.N. global warming programs.”

Trump can, and should, get the U.S. out of the Paris Agreement, of course. Besides the scientitically unfounded
objective of “holding the increase in the global average temperature to well below 2°C above pre-industrial
levels,” as if we had a global thermostat, the agreement lets so-called developing countries almost entirely off
the hook despite the fact that non-OECD countries are now the greatest source of ensroy related emissions.
Consider the agreement’s emission targets for the U.S. versus China, currently the world’s largest emitter, for
example:

e The Obama administration agreed to an economy-wide target of reducing U.S. greenhouse gas (82% of which is
carbon dioxide (CO,)}) emissions by 26%-28% below its 2005 level in 2025.

e China agreed “to achieve the peaking of CO, emissions around 2030” and to other measures such as those
designed to increase the share of non-fossil fuels in primary energy consumption. Taking into consideration
expected economic growth in China and other factors, their target translates into about a 70% increase above its
2005 level in 2025.

Yet writing w the Chicago Tribune, Paul Bodnar, a Special Assistant to former-President Obama and a key
architect of the 2814 U.5 ~China deal (which has the same emission targets as Paris), echoes the position of
many opinion leaders when he asserted, “The Paris Agreement...puts China, India, and other emerging markets
on equal footing with the United States.”

Obviously, nothing could be further from the truth. It will not even be necessary for developing nations to meet
their weak Paris emission targets anyway. They have an out-clause, one not applicable to developed countries.

The Paris Agreement starts:

“The Parties to this Agreement, being Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
[FCCC], hereinafter referred to as ‘the Convention’,...”

“The Convention,” referenced 51 times in the Paris Agreement, is the foundation of the agreement. It is the
1992 U.N. climate treaty signed by President George H. W. Bush at the Earth Summit in Rio de Janeiro and
later was ratified by the U.S. Senate. It sets the ground rules for many U.N. climate agreements, including Paris.

Ignored by environmental groups and their allies in the media is Article 4 in the FCCC, which states:

“Economic and social development and poverty eradication are the first and overriding priorities of the
developing country Parties.”

Actions that significantly reduce CO2 emissions would entail dramatically cutting back on the use of coal, the

source of most of the developing world’s electricity. As coal is usually the least expensive source of power,
reducing CO2 output by restricting coal use would undoubtedly interfere with development priorities.

ED_013450_00000665-00002



So developing countries almost certainly won’t do it, citing FCCC Article 4 as their excuse. President Rodrigo
Duterte of the Philippines (his country gets almost a third of its power from coal) gave us a preview of what we
should expect when he said last July:

“You are trying to stymie [our growth] with an agreement ... That’s stupid. I will not honor that.”

Climate treaty supporters have speculated that the inclusion of a new phrase added to the agreements in 2014—
that countries’ responsibilities will be decided “in light of different national circumstances”—will impose
tougher requirements on poor nations as they develop.

This is naive.

Article 4 has been the foundation of all UN climate negotiations, and developing countries will not allow this to
change. Chinese negotiator Su Wei made this clear when he explained his government’s position that the
purpose of the Paris Agreement is to “reinforce and enhance” the FCCC, not rewrite it.

Before leaving office, Obama did his best to ‘Trump-proof” his climate change agenda; even giving $1/2 billion
to the U.N. climate fund in his last three days. Trump needs to Democrat-proof his agenda and clearly, the best
way to do that is to withdraw from the FCCC completely, which he can do without Senate approval. Unlike
Paris, which stipulates that the earliest a country can quit the agreement is November 2020, withdrawal from the
FCCC is allowed with one year’s notice. And both Article 25 of the FCCC and Article 28 of the Paris
Agreement concur—once a signatory exits the Convention, they are out of all agreements that are based on the
FCCC, including Paris.

If all the president does is withdraw from the Paris Agreement, then not only will the U.S. still be stuck with
huge bills from the U.N.’s Green Climate Fund and other misguided FCCC-based initiatives, but Trump will be
leaving the door wide open for future Democratic presidents to easily get the U.S. back into another Paris. This
is precisely what happened in Canada.

In 2011, the Conservative government withdrew from the Kyoto Protocol but did not withdraw from the FCCC.
So when the Conservatives lost power in 2015, it was easy for the new Liberal government to agree to another
FCCC-based treaty—the Paris Agreement. The agreement starts, “This Agreement shall be open for signature
... by States ... that are Parties to the Convention.” Therefore, had Canada no longer been party to the
Convention, signing on to Paris would have been more difficult.

As with most weeds, a thick, healthy lawn, mowed high, is your best defense against dandelions. Similarly, the
best defense against expensive and unwarranted climate change agreements is healthy, open debate,
independent of political correctness. Trump has done Americans a great service by encouraging the debate.
Now, he has to finish the job and pull the Paris weed out by its roots by withdrawing the U.S. from the FCCC.

Tom Harris is executive director of the Ottawa, Canada-based fniernational {limate Science {oalition.
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Message

From: McGonagle, Kevin [mcgonagle.kevin@epa.gov]
Sent: 5/3/2017 2:15:01 PM

To: Press [Press@epa.gov]

Subject: Newspaper clips 5/3/17 - attached

Attachments: NYT_5-3-17_Clipping_envirorules.pdf; NYT_5-3-17_Clipping_Paris.pdf; WSJ_5-3-17_Clipping_opinion.pdf

There are 3 clips for today.

New York Times — 2
Wall Street Journal — 1

Kevin McGonagle

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: {202)-564-4524
megonagle kevin@epa. oy
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1. Approved the Dakota
&ocoss pipeling, rep 7

Republivans in Congress criticized
President Barack Obarma for delaving
constiuction of the pipeline — which
they argued wotldd create jobs and
stimilate the economy — after
pretests led by the Standing Rock
Sioux Tribe. Mr. Trump ordered an
expedited review of the pipeline, and
. the Armriy approved it

2, Revoked a rule that
prevented coal mining
companies from dumping
debris into local shreams.
teb. 15

The coal industty said the rule was
overly burdensome, calling it paitof
the war on coal. Congress passed a
bill revoking the rule, which Mr.
Trurnp sighed into law,

3. Canceled a requirement |
for reporting methane

23 Emwmi’zmem&ﬁ Ruies Rolled Back in Tmmpg First 100 Days

By MaDJA POPOVICH and TATIANASCHLOSSHERG

President Trump, with help from his administration and
Republicans in Congress, has reversed course on nearly two
dozen environmental rules, regulations and other Obama-era
policies during his first 100 days in office,

Clting federal overreach and burdensome regulations, Mr.

groups opposed the updated
planning rule for public lands, arguing
thal'it gave the federal government
100 much power al the expense of
lovel and business intergsts.

. Congress passed a bill revoling the
rule. which Me Trump signed into law..

6. Lifted a freeze on new
codl leases on public lands.
March 29

Cosl companies weren't thrilied
abolit the Ohama adninistrations
three-year freeze on newilsases on
public lands pending an
environmental review. Ryar Zinke,
the interior secretary. révoked the
reeze and review though be
promised 16 sel Up 3 pew advisoey
comrnitiee to review coal rovallies

7 Reiected abanon a
potentislly harmbl insect-
citle worch og

The company that seils the
insecticide, Dow Agrosciences,
strongly opposed a risk analvsis by
the Obama-era £ 24, which found
that the insecticide Chioryrifos
poses & risk to letal brain and

agencies to account for greenhouse
gas ermissions and potential climate
effects in environmental impaet
reviews, They argued that the
government lacked the authority to
make such recommendations, and
thiat it would be impossible to plan for

the uncertaineflects of climate

change.

10, Ordered review and
‘elimination” of rule that
protecied tributaries and
wetlands under the Clean
Water Act. reb o8

Earmers, real sstate developers, golf

course owners and many
Republicans opposed this

. clarification of the Clean Water Act,

arguing that & ceeated repulatory
burdeas M Frump calied itz
“massive tower grab” by the federsl
governmment and instructed the £ PA
and the Armiv 1o conduct areview

11. Reopened a review of

B LA L Wininns ol e ot b o vk B

Trump has prioritized dqmestic fossil fuelinterests and
undone measures aimed at protecting the environment and

limiting global warming,

We've tracked the major rollbacks - and who wanted
them — in chronological order below.

signature chmale change policy —
posed a threat o the coal industry,
and had mounted a legal challenge.
Mr. Trump signed an executive order
instructing the E PA. to review and
re-evaluate the rule. Anappeals
court récently approved the Trump
administration’s renuest to put the
lawsnit on hold during the review
process.

13. Rolled back limits on
tonic discharge from power
plants into public water-
WaYs, Aol 12

Utitity and fossil fuelindustry groups
opposed the rule, which limited the
amount of toxic metals — arsenic,
lead, and mercury, among others —
DowSr plants could release into
public waterways. Industry
representatives said compling with
the guidelines would be extremsly
sxpensive. The E.PA has delayed
compliance deadiines while it
reconsiders the rile, which had been
chaltenged incourt

14. Ordered review of rule
limiting methane emissions
at new ol and gas deilling

and regulations. Aprl 28

Lobbyists for the oil indushy were
opposed toMr. Obama's uss of the
Quter Continental Shelf Lands Act o
permanently ban offshore drilling
along the Allantic coast and much of
the oteanaround Aloske, as wellds

“two regniations around ol rig salety,

17 Withdrew é riile that
would help consumers vbuy :
more fuel-efficient tires,
Jan. 26

Thevile reguired tre manufacturers
and refailers Lo provide consumsss
with information about replacernient
car tires, Thetire industry opposed
several aspects of the rule but had
been working with the povernment to
refine it The Trump administiation
withdrew the reoposed rule from
considaration. but has not confirmed
whether i may be reinstaled.

18. Voted to revoke limits on
mothane emissions on

New York Times | National | p. A17

20. Delayed a rule aiming to
increase safely at facilities
that use hazardous @h@msf‘
cals. Mach 13 '

Chemical agricultural and povior
industey groups said thal the new
rule arceponie 1o @ 2015 ewnindlan
ata ferbilizer plant that Riled 15
people tid not increase safety and
would Have undermiried ovarsight
The rule ls delayed until dune 18 and
industey gioups Have seid ihat thay
may sie.

21 Delayed rules Increasing
energy efficiency stan-
dards for some appllances
and sore federal buildings.
March 15

Republicens in Congress opposed
the rules, which applied to celling
fans, heating end cooling dppligdces
and other devices, as weli as
residential buiidings owned by the
federal govarnment, saymg that ﬁhey

would slace an unfair cost on
ConSmens:

22 Deiayed ruies moderniz-
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the war on coal, {ongress passed 8
bill revoehing the rule, which M
Trump signed o law

3. Canceled arequiremnent
for reporting methane
gminsions varcn s

Republican officials from 11 states
wigte alstter (o Scotf Pruitt. the
admunistrator ol the Environmental
Protection Agency, sayng the rule
added costs and paperwoik faroll
‘and gas companies. The next day,
Mr Fruitt revnhed therule

4 Approved the Keystons
XL plpeline sarch s

Republicans, along with oll, gas and
steel industey groups, opposed Me
Obama s decision o block the
pingline, arguing that the project
wolldd create jobs and support North
American energy irdepenrience,
After the pipeline company reanpiied
for @ permit, the Trump
~administration approved i

5. Revoked an update to the
public land usa planning
DIOCEss. March 27

Republicans and fossi fuel industry

R R
The company that sells the
ingecticide, Dow Agrostisntes,
strongly opposed a riskanalysis by
the Obama-erg E PA which found
that the insecticide Chiormyrilos
poges a sk to fetal brain and
nevous sysiem develapment. Mr
Proitt refected the E BA's previous
analysis and denied the ban, saving

, thatthe chemicalneeded burther

study.

8. Overturned a ban on the
hunting of predators in
Alaskan wildlife refuges

Aprii 3

Alaskan politicians opposed the aw,
which prevented hunters from
shooting wolves and grizzly bearson
wildlife refuges, arguing that the
siate, not the federal govermment,
has guthority over those lards,

Congrasspassed 2 bill revoling the
ruleswhich Mr Trump signed into law.

G Withdrew guidance for
federal agencies to include
greenhouse 2as amissions
in environmental reviews.
Apnl B

Republicans in Congress opposed
the guidelines, which advised fetderal

Brming thatl credted radiiarony

burderis. Mr Trumip called it 2
“rmassive power grab’ by the federal
sovernment and instructed the E B
and the Aemy 1o Conduct & review

11 Reepened areview of
fuel-efficiency standards
for cars and trucks. dMarch 15

Automakers said it would be difficult
and costly tomeet fuel economy.
goals they had apreed upon with the
Obara administration and noled
rising consumer demand for sport
utihity vehicles and frucks &
standards review had been
campieted by the Obaria

admunistration before Mr. Trump took

oifice, bul the auto indusiny argued
that it was nished. The EPA and
Department of Transportation have
regpened the review.

12 Ordered "immediate
re-evaluation” of the Clean
Power Plan varchos

Coal companies and Bepublican
officials in many states strongly
opposed the plan, which set stact
hmits for carbon diokide emissions
from existing coal- and gasired
power plants, Repullicans argued
that the plan — My Gbamas

Jource’ Ferfeat Register, Endndnmerital Protective Aginey; @ihie Mouses Codumbiy Lavs Sehedta Ciimate Teregdation Taker

compiiance deadiines while
reconsiders the rule. which bad been
challenged in court.

14 Ordered review of rule
limiting methane emissions

. atnew oil and gas driliing

sites. Aoris

L obbyists for the ol and gas
industrios petitionsd Mr Pruti to
reconsider the rule, which wentinto
effect fast August, fimiting smissions
of methane, smog-iorming
compounds and other oxic
poliutants fror new arid modifisd ol
and gos wells. They argued the rule
was technologitally infeasible.

15, Ordered review of
national monuments
created since 1990, A 26

Congressionz] Republicans said the
Antiquities Acl which allows
presidents to designate national
monuments on federal land, had
been abused by previous
administrations. Mr. Obama used the
law o sot aside more than 4 milion
aores of land and several million
sulare miles of vcean for protection,

16 Ordered review of
gffshore deilling policies

e RS e NSRS R
refine it The Trump adminisiration
withdrew the probnsed rule Yom
considsration but bas not contiimed
whsther it may be reinstated

18, Voted to revoke limits on
methane emissionson
public lands rep 5

The oil and pas Industry said that the
rule; which regutred companies 1o
contrel methane emissions oy
{federsl nr tridal land by captunng
rather than buriing orventing excess
gas wotld have turbed energy
deveiopment. The House wnied to
revoke the rule under the
Congressional Review Ach: and

Senate Hepublicans have untitMay B

0 take action

18, Posiponed changes to
how oil, zas and coal from
federal lands ave priced.
Feb. 22;

Labbyists for the fasell fuel indusiry
sald the changes, meant 1o ensure
fair pricing op ol gas and cosl on
tedera! ortribal lond and o reduce
cosis were redurdant since the
governmentalready Has the powerlo
impase penalties. They alsn arsued
that 8 created 4 ot of uncerigintyin
the marker.

New York Times | National | p. A17

IR

R

and other devices. a5 wel a3

residential bulidings owned by the
federal covernment, saving that they
would place an unfaircoston.
consmers

22. Delayed rules moderniz-
ing the foderal highway
system. inciuding environ:
mentalstandards. Mach s
The trucking industry suppored the
chanees for bridps and oavernent
cordlition guidelines, but strongly

Gopnted measures aimed at
sivimnmental sustainability and

mitieating climate change

23. Delaved alawsuit over a
rule regulating airhorne
migrcury anissions fiom
power planis donlzz

Conleompanies along with
Republican officials in soverd states
susd the govemrient over this rule,
witieh resulated the amonnt of
migraury and oiher fodic pollutants
that fossil-fueifired power planis con
emit info ths alr They argued that the
fule heiped shutter coal nlanis, many
of which are alreany vompliant Oral
ArEUMentE o the cose have been

delaved while tha £ BPA reves tin

e

RO
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By JOUN SCHWARTZ

WASHINGTON — The debate
within the Trump administration
over what todo about the Paris cli-
mate agreement has reached a
critical phase, according to people
familiar with the internal negotia-
tions. The decision could hinge on
the interpretation of a single
phrase in a single provision of 3
dacument that fook years to write,

The question is whether to walk
away from the agreement sealed
by the Obama administration and
nearly 200 other nations at the
end of 2015 — as Donald J Trump
promised as g presidential candi-
date fo do — o to weaken the na-
tion's commitment under the deal
to reducing preenhouse pases
while remaining in the accord.

The provision at issue, Article
411, states that a nation “may at
any time adiust iis existing na

Demonstrators
near the Wash-
ington Monu-
ment duringa
climate march
last week. The
Trump adminis-
tration isdis-
cussingwhether
towalk away
from the Paris
climate deal
entirely or to
remain in the

tionally determined contribution accord but
with a view 1o enhancing its level weaken the
*of ambidon” The question i iy ;
nations commit-

whether the ability ta “adjust” is
like & ratchet. allowing progress
only in oire direction — upward —

ment under the
deal to reducing

or if it permits a country to weak- greenhouse
en its commitment without vie- gases.
lating the terms of the deal.

The fight within the White
House over what to do about the
Paris deal has been going on for
months. One side led by the presi-
dent’s chief strategist, Stephen K.
Batinon, and Scatt Pruitt, the ad-
ministrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency, has argued
that the language of the provision
dees not allow natinns fo Wweaken

New York Times | National | p. A17
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mmz&immf fxf the Environmental
Pmi&ttlan Agency, has argued
ngnage of the provision
How nations o 'weaken
thw wmmmmenzs They drge the
president o withdraw eritively
tront the Paris deal. :
Anather faction, which includes
the: president’s daughier Ivanks
Trumpand Secretary of State Rex
W. Tillerson and colleagues, be-
lieves that the agreement does al
Iow dovwnward adjustments to na-
tions' goals and targets, and that
the administration should madity
the commitment. oot walk away,
Secretary of Enerey Rick Perry,
1o, has calted for the administra-
tion to “renepotiate” the climate
pact without withdrawing from it,
Tf M Bannon's side of the de-
hate wins the contest for Mr
Trumg's approval, the announce-
ment of a decision to withdraw
from the climate deal could come
&% early as next week,
The twa sides clashed over the

igste in & mesting on Thursday,

* when the White House Counsel’s

ity s amnmpamed by wammg'a
that efforty 1o relast comimitments
will lead to hurdensomé lavwsuits
from activists.

Christopher C. Horner, a senior
legal fellow at the Energy and En-
vironment Legal Instioute, said
liberal state altorneys general
and climste activists would nev-

that plm }iangﬁage: means euher

site of whatit says, or élse
‘aH, under any canon of

constroction, Articde 4 does not

permit revisions downward)” My,
Horiier said, “The language s de-
liberate and reads only ong way:

the way it was written and, as the
confext affirms, was plainly in-
tended?” '

The pificials aligned with Ms.
Trump and Mr Tillerson, however,
have suggested privately that the
legal theory of  stricily binding

agreement is ltle hore than a
plov 1o foree the administration to
pull out of the deal,

Todd D. Stem, the lead chmate

niegotiator in the Dbama adminis-
tration and an expert onthe deal,
sald negotistors wrote the ﬁaxihi}-
ity 1o reduce targets into the
agreement by careful design. "It
wasn't like, ‘Boy. nobody thought
of that "™ he saud,

The issue was discussed in-
tensely in Pariy, he explameﬂ
“There were touniries
wanted to ey, “Thou shalt not, you
are precluded from  adjusting
now’ We did not want todo that”

he said. Downward aég?uﬁtment._

had already oecurred with dimate
commitments, Japan, after 1osing
nuclear power facilites i the
Fukushima disaster, had to adiust
it targers downward,

The United States had feared
that without the ahility 1o adjust

that

targets; countriss would lowball
their Commitments, My - Stern
said,

He sald leaving the Parls siree:
ment would be & “serious mis-
take” that would have grave con-
sequences: 1 think it would
produce broad collateral damage
for the LLS, internationaliy” .~

Thequestion of whether the ade
ministration will leave the climate
agreeuent hasdrawnbroad oppo:
sition. from the nation's trading
partners and husinesses, and
even from fossil fiel companies,

i a recent letter to administras
tion- officials, Exxon Mobil called
the ‘sgreement. ‘“an  effective
framework for addressing’ the
risks of chimate change” At the
coal company Cloud Peak Energy,
a spokesman, Rick Curtsinger,
gaid, “We do believe that i needs
fo be.amended,; but think that it
important to stay at the negotiat

dent of the Eurcpean Comwn
sion, has urged American officials
tor stick with the apredsment, but
has also said that ¥ not, “we are
ready to continue %o provide the
ieadership on climate change!

ing table”

Colin Marshall, the company’s

chiefexecutive sentaletter o Wir
Trumpon Aprit 6 urging himtore-
main i the Paris dereement, “al-
beit with a much different pledpe
of emissions,”
technologies that can reduce the
greenhouse gases produced by
the useof coal

and' to pramote

Othe? nations have urged the

United States 1 remain at the
Paris table,
Canada and  Austiglia, where
Pritne Minister Malcolm Turnbull
has said his country will stay in
the deal even i the United Btates
withdraws.

including Britain,

Maros Sefcovic, a vip

New York Times | National | p. A17
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PH admit it l
would  have
found it fas-
rinating . 1o

be party fo
, the discus-
 BUSINESS  Sions earlier
'11 %ﬁ;’éﬁ's’% this year ﬂz%t
led 1o, oscil
. By Holman W [ '
| lating head-
Jenkins, Jr. lines on the
New . York

© Times home page referring to
+ the new EPA chief Scott Pruitt
alternately as .a “degier® or
. “skeptic.” At least it would
have been fascinating for 20
. minutes,

- Ditte the hysterieal discus-
sions undoubtedly now arising
*from an anodyne piece of ¢li-
mate heterodoxy by the pa:
Per’s newest columuist, a for-
- mer Journal colleague who
. shall remain pameless, in
“which he advises, somewhat
ohacurely, less  “certainty?
about “data.”

. Whether or not this repre-
- sents progress in how the U8,
. media cover the climate de-
_ bate, a trip dowm memory lane
. seemz called for. In the 19805,
when climate alarms were
first being widely sounded, re-
porters wderstood the specu-
jative basis of computer mod-
els, We all sald to ourselves:
Well, In 30 vears we'll cor-
tainlv have the data to know
for. sure which model  fore-
casts are valid.

Thirty vears later, the data
haven't answered the ques-
tion, The 2014 report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change, voice of cli-
mate orthodoxy, is cited for its
claim, with 95% confidence,

that humans are responsible
for at least haif the warming
between 1851 and 2010,

Look closely. This is anes-
timate of the reliability of an
estimate. It lacks the most im-
portant confunction in sci-
ence: . “hecause”—as in “We
helieve X because of ¥7

Not that the TPCO falls to of-
fer a “becanse” in footnotes, It
turns. out this. estimate i
largely an estimate .of how
much . maremade . wanning
showld have taken place if the
models used to foracast future
warming are broadly correct,

The IPCC has g bad reputa-
tion among conservatives for
some of its press-release agr-
tivities, but the reports them:
selves are basically numbing
testhmoniss to how serigusly
scientists take their work, “
our models are reliable, then
X is true” is a perfectly valid
scientific statement.  Only
leaving out the prefiy; as the
media routinely does, makes it
deceptive,

We don’t lmow what the
IPCEs nexd assessment report,
due in 2021, will say on this vb
tal point, known as climate sen:
sitivity. But in 2013 it widened
the range of uncertainty, and in
the direction of less warming,
Its curvent estimate Is now
identical to that of the 1979
Charney Report. On . the key
guestion, then, there has been
1O progress in 38 years.

For journalists, the climate
beat has been singulasly unre-
warding, It has consisted of
waiting for an answer that
doesn’t come. By now, thanks
to retivernents and the mortal-
ity tables, the heat's originators

are mostly gone, The job has
passed into hands of reporters
who dow't even bother to feign
interest in science--who think
the magic word “consensis” is
all the support they need for
apy climate claim they care to
make,

How did science
reporting get so
detached from the
underlying science?

Take Inside Clitnate News;
an-online publication, lately

prizes, whose title echoes 2
successiul series of specialist
newsletters like Inside EPA
and Inside the Pentagon that
charge fancy prices for de-
tatled, crunchy, reliable infor-
mation about the U8, govern-
ment

Inside Climate News might
sound like it's doing the same
butl # isn’t. Bearch its website
and the term “climate sensitiv-
ity the central preoccupation
of climate scienés, appears

zero times. Any reporter who

is truly curious about what
sciontists know and How they
know it would not be working
there. Asking such guestions
would only et him or her sus-
pected of derialism,

Bt not even the EPA's My
Fruitt or the Mew York Times’s
newest recruit exhibits the il
grace to phrase the “so what”
question,

“So-what™ is the most in-
portant guestion of all, So what

if hwman activity is causing
some measure of climate
change if voters and politiclans
are unwilling to assume the
costs {possibly hugely dispro-
portionate toany benefith of al-
tering the outcome of the nor«
mal . svolution of -energy
markets and energy technol
ogy.

Even liberals have noticed
that climate advocacy has
morphed into a religion, un-
willing to deal honestly with
uncertainty or guestions of
cost and benefit, Climate apo-
plexy, Hke many single-issus
ohsessions, is now 2 form of
sntertainment forexercised
minorities, allowing them to
vent personal qualities that in
most contexts they would be
reguired to suppress.

Whether  apocryphal or
even a joke, who did not de-
light in the story of “Zach™
the young Democratic staffer
who supposedly stormed out
of a postelection meeting after
cursing the party's incompe-
tent eiders because, thanks to
Hillary Clinton’s defsat, "Pm
going to - dis from climate
change”

For the record, Zach, an es-
timate recently touted by the
Washington Post precisely he-
cause it was Bve or 10 thnes
worse than previous estimates
had this to say sbout the con-
seqguences of climate ¢hange.
I unaddressed, they would re-
duee sconomic growth by one-
fifth over thenext 85 years,

In other words, under the
worst scenario, Zach's grand-
children’s world would be only
nine times richer than ours to-
dav.

Wall Street Journal | Opinion | p. A13
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Message

From: McGonagle, Kevin [mcgonagle.kevin@epa.gov]
Sent: 5/4/2017 1:42:14 PM

To: Press [Press@epa.gov]

Subject: Newspaper clips 5/4/17 - attached

Attachments: WaPo_5-4-17_Clipping_OpEd.pdf

There is one newspaper clip for today.

Washington Post — 1

Kevin McGonagle

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: {202)-564-4524
micgonagle kevin®@epa.gov
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‘Staying in the international climate accord is cost-free. Pulling out would not be.

RESIDENT TRUMP s petting closei o
exiti‘ng the Paris climate agreement. Accord-
ing to reports emanating from the White
Hobuse, the president’s top lawyer shifted the
mtemal debate last week. Mare meetings are to
come, Yetthechoiceonghitto be an easyvone: Staving
in the Paris accord is cost-free, but pulling out is not.

* Parisesiters argne that the United States cannot
remain in and revise downward the international

commitment President Barack Obama made to cat
118 emissions by 26 o 28 pemam by 2025 — a
pledge that, no matter how important for the planey,
Mr Trump does not want 10 keep, The White Houee
coiinsel’s office repomeﬁiy lent its voice 1w t}:us
argument ina meeting last Thursday,

This is nonsense. World negotiators cnnsxdﬁred
making the agreement’s climate commitment lan-

guage stronger, preventing countries from back-

tracking on their pledges, They purposely declined

to do so. The envoys who hammered out the

agreement insist that they wanted to keep nationg
options open, in part because countries would

atherwise lowball their international emissions
commitments in fear of never being able to reduce
their stated goals.

Arguments claiming otherwise reflect a grave —
or purpeseful — misunderstanding of the nature of
the Paris agreement. At its core, it is a political pact
among sovereign nations based on nonbinding
*nationally determined contributions.” It does not
and was never meant to formally bind countries to
specific emissions commitments; instead it is in-
tended to encourage voluntary cooperation and
government-1o-government pressure,

Moreover, the parties, not least the United States,
get 1o deeide what its terms mean. If the Trump
administration is worried that a line in the agree-
ment could be interpreted as improperly binding
the U.S povernment, U.5. officials can shape how
countries utiderstand the agreement’s langnage.

Or the president could simply ignore it. Nothing
in the Paris azreement.could stop him from keeping
the United States in the system and Mr. Obama’s
pledge on the books, and then simply declining to

meet the pledge. It is fanciful to imagine that 115
courts would interpret Paris, an agreement with
almost no legal requirements, otherwise. Bven this
path would be better than pulling out entirely.
Stavine in keeps the Tramp administration at the
international table as potentially significant deci-
sions are made on technology and decarbammtmn
Even some major coal interests have asked the
president 1o remain in so that his administration
can advocate coal-friendly carbon capture and
sequestration technology.

Meanwhile, the president must not underesti-
mate the cost of pullibg out. Only two countries —
Syria and Nicaragua — have declined 1o join the
Paris agreement, Climate diplomacy has become a
cornerstone of international engagement. By leayv-
ing Paris, the United States would surrender a huge
amount of diplomatic capital and reputation —
much more than it is already set to lose by unwisely
reversing Obama-era emissions-cutting policies,
Mr. Trump would hear about it for the rest of his
presidency. And for good reason.

Washington Post | Op-Ed | p. A16
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Message

From: McGonagle, Kevin [mcgonagle.kevin@epa.gov]
Sent: 5/9/2017 2:12:05 PM

To: Press [Press@epa.gov]

Subject: Newspaper clips 5/9/17 - attached

Attachments: WaPo_5-9-17_Clipping_scienceboard.pdf; WaPo_5-9-17_Clipping_Bonn.pdf; NYT_5-9-17_Clipping_OpkEd.pdf;
WSJ_5-9-17 Clipping_climate.pdf

There are 4 clips for today.

New York Times — 1
Wall Street Journal -1
Washington Post — 2

Kevin McGonagle

Office of Media Relations Intern

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: {202)-564-4524

megonagle kevin@epa. gov
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&y Jurier Eunpprm
AND Brany Drnwis

‘Both the Environmenial Pro-
tection Apeney and the Imterior
Depariment ave overhauling a
stew of outside advisory boards
that inform how their agencies
assess the science underpinning
federal policies, the Grststepin s
broader effort by Republicans o
change the way the federal gov-
ermment evaluates the selentific
basis for ibs regulations,

EPA. Admisistrator . Seolt
Pruitt decided 1o replace half of
the members on one of its key
seientific vesdew boards, while
iniermr Secmtam Rv&n kae is

charge?’ mf mare than ,;&0 adm-
sory boards, comuitizes and oth-
er entitizs both within and oul-
side bis department: EPA and
Interior officials began inform-
ing vurrent members of the move
Priday, and notifications contin-
ved over the weehand,

Pruitt’s move. could  signific
cantly change the makenp of the
18member Board of Selentific
Counselors, which advises EPA%
prime sciesaific arm on whether
the research it does has sufficient
rigor and integrity. and address-
¢4 important scientific  ques-
tipns. Al of ‘the peoyle being
dismissed. were gt the end of
serving at legst one three-vear
termy, although these terms are
often renewed lostead of termi-
nated.

ERA spokesman L Frelre sald
inanemail that “no ene hasbeen
fired or termiosted” and that
Prultt: bad simply decided 1o
bring in frogh advisers. The agen-
gy informed the outside academ-
iey Priday that thelr terms would
not be renewed,

“Were not going 1o rubbers
stamp the last administration’s
appointess. Ingtead, they should
participate in the same open
sompetitive process as the restof
the appHeant pool” Preire said.
“this approach iz what was al
‘weays intended for the board, and

begine with

we're making a clean break with
the last administyation’s ap-
proach”

Separately, Zinke has post
poned all outside committees as

“he reviews their compositionand

work. The review will effectively
freeze the work of the Bureau of
Land Mansgement’s 38 resource
advisory councils, along with
other panels focused on a sweep
of issues, from one assessing the
threat of invasive species io the
science techiniosl advisory panel
for Alaska’s North Slﬁp%

“The Secretary i committed
1o restoring frust in the Departe
ment’s decision-making snd that
lmtgmtwnammg
state andiocal input ang {mgomg
collaboration, pammlar}y in

“We're not going to
rubber-stamp the last
- administration’s

appointees.”

KR Freire, EPA-spokesian

communities surrounding public
lands”  Interior spokeswoman
Heather Swift said by email Mon-
day. “As the Department con-
cludes its veview in the weeks
ahead, ag&nmes will notice fu-
ture meetings to ensure that the
Department continues to get the
benefit of the views of loegd
comununities in all decision-
making on public land mansge-
mens”

Greg Zimmerman, deputy di-
rector of the nonpartisan sdvoce-
cv group Center for Wesiemn
Priorities, said in an ingerview
that “#t just doesn't make any
sense they would be canceling
meetings as they do this analy-
#is” The BLAM % regional advisory
conncils include officiels from
the ensrgy and outdoor recyes

‘tionindustry as well sa sclentists
and conservationists, Zipuuer-

A i e

man added. "The only reason-
able explanation is they dom't
want 10 be hearing from these
folks”

The moves came as & surprise
5 the agencles” vutside advisers,
with several of them fsking to
Twitter to announce their sus-
pensions,

John Peter Thompson, who
chsﬂr Intorior) s Investve Spevles
B veeted Monday
- ‘E"a@tiﬁ%ﬁ that

sl &a::tmz:zsﬁ are suspended sub-
ject to review by Depart of Interi-
ar’

Members of ERAs Board of
Beientific Counselors had been
informed twice — In Jormary, |
before Predident Bavack Obama
left office, and then move tecent-
Iy by EPA carver staff members —
that they would be kept on for
another term, adding to their
confusion '

¥ was king of shotked B
reveive this news,” Robert Riche
ardenn, nn goological economist
apd an sssoviste professor in
Msemgm State University’s De

© soartmentof Qommunity Sustain.

ability, said in an interview Bun.
day.

Conservalives - have . com-
plained . for years about EPAs
approach to sclence, including
the thput it receives from outtide
seientific bodies. Both the Board
of Sclentific Counselors and the
47member  Scientific - Advisory
Board have come under eriticism
for bolstering the cauge for great-
gr federal regulaiion.

Pruitt s planning a3 much
broader overbaul of how the
agency conducts s scientific
anzlysls, said a senior adminis.
tration official who spoke on the
condition of snonymity to dis-
cuss internal deliberations,

Julier eilperin@washpost.com
wradydennis@uashpost.oom

. Chris Mooney contributed to thiz

teport,

#3 More at washingtonpost.oom)
nevs/onorgyenvitonment

Washington Post | Politics & The Nation | p A3
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\CW

By Curis Moowey

The 1.8, government has sent
justseven registered participants
to a key United Nations meeting

; on the Paris climate agreement —

i a smallerdelegation than Zimba-
bwe's — underscoring the Trump
administration’s. .deep - ambiva-
lence about the accord:

White House officials-are ex-
pected to-huddle Tuesday to dis-
cuss the fate of the agreement —
with: business leaders: and. the
intérnational: community: press-
ing the United States to stay and
Trump’s conservative allies. urg-
ing an exit:

China, France; and Germany
each sent dozens of officials to the

Washington Post
National
p. Al4

ceord

meeting in Bonn, Germany — the
French delegation alone had 42
official participants. Last: year,
the United States sent 44 official
participants.

Another international climate
meeting -is set- for -Thursday in
Alaska, where the biennial minis-
terial: gathering of  the ~eight-
nation Arctie Council willbe held
in Fairbanks. The event is certain
to highlight rapid changes to the
fastest-warming part of Earth.

In .recent. days, White House
afficials have taken an apparent
turn against remaining in the
Paris climate agreement. Admin-
istration officials say the accord
binds the Trump administration
to the ambitions greenhouse-gas
reduction goals of the Obariaera.

That interpretation is contest-
ed by many legal experts as well
as participants in past interna-
tional climate negotiations.

Foreign allies and many corpo-
rations say Washington should
stick with the deal, while US.
conservatives are - pushing for
withdrawal.

“We strongly hope that the 1.8,
will stay committed to the Paris
accord,” said Francois Delattire,
the French ambassador to the
United Nations.

Delattre said he “underscored
this point” in a White House
lunch with President Trump late
last month.

The Paris climate agreement
sets forth the voluntary carbon-
cutting pledees of more than
190 countries. The parties to the
accord are expected to increase
their ambitions over time, with
the.goal of settingthe world oma
course to limit global warming
to “well below” & 2-degrees
Celsius (3.6 degrees Fahrenheit)

O

rise over temperatures: seen:in
thelate 1800s.

The. . Obama . administration
pledged to-reduce 1.8 green-
house-gas emissions by 26 10 28
percent below their 2005 levels
by the year 2025 — less than 10
years- from -now. Yet-even that
ambitious pledge; combinedwith
those -of other nations; is not
enough to keep the world within
the 2-degree temperature mit.

The divide within. the White
House is between those, like Sec-
retary of State Rex Tillerson and
Enerey Secretary Rick Perry, who
would have the United States
revise iis commitment down-
ward, and those like EPA Admin-
istrator Scoit Pruitt who believe
that remaining in the deal at all
opens up the Trump administra-
tion to legal challenges 1o its
domestic energy policies.

On Monday, 40 conservative
organizations sent Trump a letter
“in enthusiastic support of your
campaign commitments to with-
draw fully from the Paris Climate
Treaty and to stop all taxpayer
funding of UN global warming
programs.”

Meanwhile, Google, Apple and
more than 20 other firms took
out an ad in the New York Times
on Monday backing the agree-
ment.

“By expanding markets for in-
novative clean technologies, the
agreement generates jobs and
economic growth” the compa-
nies letter says. “U.S. companies
are well positioned to lead in
these . .markets. Withdrawing
from the agreement will limit our
access to them and. conld expose
us to retaliatory measures”

Itisunclear how other nations
would react if the United States

e
eleg

were to withdraw from the deal,
but “retaliatory measures” -have
been mentioned in the past. ;
Former. Prenich president Mi-
colas Sarkozy suggested “a car-
bon:tax-at Europe’s-borders, a
tax of one to three percent forall
the products that come from the
United « States, +if - the  United
States: exempts: itself from the
environmental regulations that
we ourselves have imposed on
our:businesses.” :
The United States, as th
world’s second-largest emitter, is
central to the Paris accord.
According to ap analysisbythe
think tank Climate Interactive,
the apreement pledges would
shift the world from & path in
which global emissions are ex-
pected to rise significantly by
2030 (as economies grow and
populations boom); onto one in
which emissions remain relative-
Iy flat over theé next 13 years
Thats not enough to hit the
2-degree goal, but it is enough 1o
keep global warming somewha
under control
However, the group found,
21 percent of the emissions cuts
depend on the United States, If it
doesn’t meet its commitment, glob
al emissions will keep growing.
“The United States is contrib-
uting 21 percent of the pledged
global reductions in green-
house-gas emissions,” said Ellie
Johnston, who leads. climate
and energy efforts at Climate
Interactive. “1f the United States
doesn’t follow through on its
commitment, it will shift more
of the burden of climate action
to those .countries- who have
polluted:the least. It's unfair by
any mieasure”
shris.mooney@washpost.comt
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George P Shultz
and Tod Halstead

RESIDENT TRUMP faces a
choiee that will echo atross his
‘presidenicy and bevond: whether
to remain o the Paris chimate
agreoment, Although most Americans hig
own secretaries of srate and eaerey, and
‘heads of state from around the globe are
wrging the pregident to'stay, he remains
undecided. Let ushope that anewly invig:
orated pro-Paris campaign by many of
America’s top CEO s will sway him,
In arecent barrage of public letters and
falb-nege ads, Fortune 100 companies are
‘voleing strong support for remaiding in
the Parviz aceord, The breadih of this coali-
tion is remiarkable industies fromoiband
gnsto retall, mining, utilities, agriculaure,
chemicals, information and automotive
This is as close a5 Big business géts 162
consensus pesition,

American business leaders understand
that remaining ia the agreement would
sour new investment, strengthen Ameri-
ean competitiveness, Ereate jobs, ensure
American ateess to global markets and
help redice hature business risks

It would create jobs and
improve competitiveness.

assnciated with the changing climate.
Leaving Paris would vield the opposite,
Our companies are best served by a sia-
‘ble and predictable international frame-
work that comonits all nationsto climate-
change mitigation. The Paris agreement
avercame one ol the lonpest-standing hur-
dles to international climste negotiations:
getting the developing world, including
Ching and India, onbogrd. U America

bucks away now, decades of diplomatic

progress could be jeopardized.

Global statecralt relies un trust, reputa
tion and credibilivy, which can be ail top
easily squandeved. The United States is
far berter off maintaining 3 seat at the
headof the tible rather thas standing out-
side. I America fuils to honor a global
apreement. that it helped forge, the
wepercussiony will undercut our di-
© plomatic priorities across the globe, niol 10
mention the colintery’s givhal standing and
the market access of pur firms,

Staving in Parls In no way binds the
president to Obama-era climate regula
tons. Indeed, the only risk Mr Trump
faces from altering or weake ing domes-

e elimate policy wder Pains is in the

court of public opinion. not in federal

eaurts. Sewmy@ne percentof Americans

favor remadning in the Parls agreement,

accmdmg o a survey by the Chicago
incil on Global Affales, and 3o even

farger dumber favor clegn energy.
What's more, there's nothin

New York Times
Op-Ed
p. A23
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courts. Seventyaoxie pergem of Americans
faver remaining i the Parls agreement,
sccording 104 suvvey by the Chican
Council o Global Affairs, and an even
larger number Iaver clean vneray

s more, there's nothing i the
apresment to prevent the adminis.

tration from afopting more cost-offestive,

market-based and businessdriendly chi-
mate nolicies. For all their piod infont, the
Obarea administration’s climate regula-
tions — most prombiently the Clean
Power Plan tp reduce carbon diogide
emissions ffom power plusits — saddle ln-
dustey with cumbersonie requirements,
inhibit business fwestment and have
proved highly divisive, President Trampp's
recent executive order to withdraw or re-
write these regulations is but the begin-
ning of amuliivear legal batile that leaves
Amerivan mdmtry facing significant reg-

ulatory and pricing uncertadnty, the worst
of 8t worlds,

The only guick and sure path to unde
these repulations is thwough legisiation,
‘This offers the president a potent négoti-
azmg strategy: Propoge a meaningiul
price on carbon in exchangs for a roliback
of Obama-ers climate rules. This could
pavethe way fora bipartisan clisgate soli-
tion, and & major victery for Mx Trunip.
For example, 2 revenue-neutral cavbon
fax atarting at 840 per ton would meet the
high end of America’s comnitment under
Paris, justifving the elimination of all pre-
vigus carbon regulations, a5 we and our
co-authors argued in arecent study, “The
Conservative Case for Carbon Dividends”

‘The pregident’s Pavis verdicr will abti
miately be about move than climate, {talse
carries miajor implications for Americas
place n the geoeconomic order. Steying in
Paris would advanee the president’s prior-
ities ot ondy by crosting jobs, but also by
foveling the playing Held in trade. Atneri
can'comipanies are well positioned toben
elit from growine global markets i clean
tachnologies, senerating domestic jobs
and growth.

By contrast. pulling out of the agree.
ment could Sf.;bgect the United Statestore:
taltatory trade measures, enabling bther
countries ta lenplrog American idustry,

H the president wants (o strengthen
America's competitive position: he should
combine a price on carbon with border
taritis or rebates based oncarbon contens.
United States sxports 1o couritries with-
out comparable carbon pricing systems
wotld receive rebates while imports from
such countriss would face taritls on the
carbon content of thelr products. Notonly
world this encoutage other nations to
adopt comparable carbon pricing, bul i
slsowotidend today’s implicit subsidy for
dirty producers tversens, which puts
American businesses at a disadvantage.

Businesses supporting the Paris sccord
are the presidént's naturalallies. They can
halp Bt {ashion a conservative chimste
solution thay Upholds our commitments
and enhances Americals greatness. 1

sEoner R %&5&‘&% served oy secrvtary of
stite under Ronald Reapari and as seore-
tary. of the Tregsury under Richard

] : the president of
the Climate Leadership Countil

New York Times
Op-Ed
p. A23
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By Ew1 8TokoLs

President Donald Trump
has told top aides he wants to
decide the U.S. role in the
Paris Agreement on climate
change, and what course to
take will be debated in two
high-level meetings at the
White House on Tuesday, ac-
cording to multiple adminis-
tration officials.

Two weeks after his elec-
toral victory last November,
Mr, Trump said he had “an
open mind” about the agree-
ment by 190 countries aimed
at combating climate change,
reversing his campaizn pledge
to withdraw completsly. But
after softening other campaign
positions on China and NATO
in recent weeks, the president
may be looking to rebalance
his approach on the world
stage with a major move reaf-
firming his commitment to
“fmerica First” principles.

The faction for withdrawing
completely is led by EPA Ad-
ministrator Scott Pruitt, se-
nior adviser Steve Bannon and
White House counsel Don Mc-
Gahn, several officials said.
They are eager for the deci-
sion ahead of the G-7 and G-20
summits later this month in It-
aly and Germany, respectively,
where world leaders are likely
to pressure Mr. Trump to stay
in the agreement.

France's president-elect,
Emanue} Macron, urged Mr.
Tramp not to dismantle the
Paris agreement during a con-
gratulatory phone call Mon-
day, his spokesman told CNN.

But others inside and close
to the administration are urg-
ing more tempered steps, such
as paring the US. carbon
emission reduction targets,

In a recent Oval Office
meeting, Condoleezza Rice,
former Secretary of State in
the Bush administration, also

The Jim Bridoger power plant, which & outside RBock Springs, Wyo., is powsered by coal

implored the president to
avoid the diplomatic backlash
that could result from fully
withdrawing, according to two
White House officials,

Secretary of State Rex Til-
lerson, Secretary of Energy
Rick Perry and the president’s
daughter Ivanka Trump are all
pushing for .a more measured
response.

Mr. Pruitt and Ms. Trump
are scheduled to meet at the

White House on Tuesday to
discuss the agreement ahead
of a second meeting of the
principals committee of the
National Security Council that
afternoon at which a formal
recommendationmay be pre-
sented.

Environmental groups,
alarmed for weeks over the
rising possibility that the ad-
ministration may withdraw,
have been preparing a re-

sponse should that oceur and
simultaneously attempting to
undercut the White House’s le-
gal rationale for pulling out.
Mr, McGahn has argued
that remaining in the Paris
Agreement could lead to liti-
gation should the administra-
tion ratchet down its carbon
emission reduction limits, ac-
cording to administration offi-
cials. Mr. McGahn declined a
request for comment,

Wall Street Journal | US News | p. A4
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Message

From: Bennett, Tate [Bennett. Tate@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/18/2017 2:04:10 PM

To: Gunasekara, Mandy [Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov]

cC: Bowman, Liz [Bowman.Liz@epa.gov]; Lyons, Troy [lyons.troy@epa.gov]; Freire, JP [Freire.JP@epa.gov]
Subject: Re: H. Sterling Burnett in the Detroit News: Escaping the Paris Climate Agreement

Thanks!

On May 18, 2017, at 9:59 AM, Gunasekara, Mandy <Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov> wrote:

For the list
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Hale, Michelle” <hale.michelle@epa.gov>

Date: May 18, 2017 at 9:56:38 AM EDT

To: "Jackson, Ryan" <jackson.ryan@epa.gov>, "Gunasekara, Mandy"
<Gunasekara.Mandy@epa.gov>

Subject: FW: H. Sterling Burnett in the Detroit News: Escaping the Paris Climate
Agreement

fyi

From: Joseph Bast [mailto:lBast@heartland.org]
Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2017 9:34 AM
Subject: H. Sterling Burnett in the Detroit News: Escaping the Paris Climate Agreement

FYI.

http://www.detroitnews.com/story/opinion/2017/05/18/paris-climate/101815198/

Billy Aouste

Media Specialist

The Heartland Institute
3939 North Wilke Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60004

Detroit News
5/18/17

Escaping the Paris Climate Agreement
By: H. Sterling Burnett, the Heartland Institute

As a candidate for president, Donald Trump said he would withdraw the United States
from the Paris climate agreement and called it a bad deal for America. In an April speech
in Harrishburg, Penn., Trump reiterated this claim, saying the Paris climate agreement in
its current form hurts America. Despite his continued opposition, however, it remains
unclear whether a withdrawal is in the nation’s future.
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It’s time for this administration to keep its promise, by getting the U.S. out of this
flawed, costly agreement.

Some in Trump’s team have reportedly said if the United States’ commitments are
restructured there might be a path to stay in the Paris climate agreement. While there
may be a better deal to be had — after all, the Obama administration could hardly have
negotiated a worse deal for Americans — there is no deal that would be good for the
country. Even Trump can’t put lipstick on this very ugly pig.

While our economic competitors, such as China and India, do not have to limit their
fossil-fuel use under the agreement, the U.S. is required to make steep cuts, which are
estimated to cost our economy trillions of dollars over the life of the agreement without
providing any appreciable environmental benefits. Additionally, a deal isn’t possible
without the U.S. paying into the political slush fund called the Green Climate Fund,
which Trump promised to halt payments to. What is gained by staying in? Nothing.

The question is not whether Trump should keep his word and withdraw from the Paris
agreement; it’s simply a matter of choosing the best way to do so. There are three
options.

The first way to cancel America’s participation in the Paris climate agreement — and the
one that most directly satisfies Trump’s campaign commitment — is simply to withdraw
the United States’ signature entirely. Under the Paris agreement, any country can
withdraw from the agreement by giving written notice of a decision to do so to the U.N.
secretary general. Unfortunately, under the terms of the agreement, Trump can’t give
such notice until the agreement has been in place for three years, which means the
earliest withdrawal date is Oct. 5, 2019.

Making matters worse, the withdrawal does not become effective until one year after
the written notice is delivered. This means even if Trump determines to withdraw from
the Paris agreement today, the country will remain stuck with its terms for a minimum
of almost four years, and while America remains a party to the agreement, it is
obligated to keep its commitments. Because the four-year withdrawal period will not
run out until after Trump’s first term is over, should he decide not to run for president
again or should he run for re-election and lose, the next president could simply
recommit the United States to the agreement with a simple signature.

The second way to scotch America’s commitments under the Paris climate agreement
would be for Trump to submit it to the Senate for formal approval as a treaty. This is
what Obama should have done in the first place. To become a binding treaty, the Senate
would have to approve the Paris climate agreement by a two-thirds vote. If the
agreement loses the treaty vote — and it likely would in a full vote of the Senate — the
deal is canceled.

However, nothing requires the Senate to hold an up-or-down vote on the Paris climate
agreement if Trump submits it to them. Using the Senate filibuster rules, Senate
Democrats could block the treaty from ever coming up for a vote. Such a move is likely,
since the vast majority of Democrats support the Paris agreement. Under this scenario,
the treaty would remain pending, leaving a future Senate to decide its fate.

The easiest way for Trump to end U.S. participation in Paris and all international climate
agreements would be for him to remove the country’s signature from the U.N.
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Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), signed by President George H.W.
Bush in 1992. Article 25 of the UNFCCC allows any state party to the convention to
withdraw, without further obligation, upon giving one year’s notice. Withdrawing from
UNFCCC would cancel the United States’ obligations to all other United Nations-
brokered climate agreements made subsequent to UNFCCC, because they are all built
on it.

This would be the best and easiest way to get out of the Paris climate agreement, and it
would help to prevent future burdensome climate agreements.

Mr. President, whichever path you choose, please keep your promise and withdraw the
United States from the Paris agreement, placing it firmly in the dustbin of history —

where it belongs.

H. Sterling Burnett, Ph.D., is a research fellow on energy and the environment at the
Heartland institute.
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Message

From: Graham, Amy [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=26722DFDE5B34925B0ADIA8DDAAFF308-GRAHAM, AMY]

Sent: 6/1/2017 11:07:41 PM

To: Konkus, John [konkus.john@epa.gov]

Subject: Supportive Statements

Paris Pull-Out Beax

lenny Beth Martin, President/Co-Founder of Tea Party Patriots

“Tea Party Patriots thaniks President Donald Trump for continuing to keep the promises he made duving the
carmpaign by announcing the United States will withdraw from the Parls Accord, which is o drag on our gconomy
and # bad deal for Amevican workers. Once again, President Trump has continued to keep s word 1o the
Arngrican peopis hoth on specific Inltlativas e the Parls Accord and his broader promise to put our oitizens and
Armmerica first, According 1o a study by NERA Consulting, the reguirements In the Parls Accord agreed 1o by the
Dbama Administration could cost our economy almost 533 trillion over the next several decades and have 8
catastrophic effect on American jobs. We could lose over & milllon industrial jobs, including more than 3 mitlion
manyfaciuring jobs, by 2080 Hwe Insisted on sticking with the terrible deal negotisted by the Obams
Administration and signed cut of desgeration. Thankfully, we have 2 President In Donald Trump who s
dedicated to keeping his promises and pulling American workers and America frst and we will be much better
off as 2 country thanks to this courageous decision by the president.”

David Rivkin, Jr., Washington D.C. appellate and constitutional law attorney

"Paris Accords do not provide a viable solution to the climate change concerns and yet, inflict major damage on
American economy. And because United States takes most seriously its international commitments, even when
they are non binding, once we have decided that we aren't going to comply with Paris commitments,
withdrawing from the Accords is the right thing to do."

James Burling, Vice President for Litigation at the Pacific Legal Foundation

"With the uncertainty surrounding the achievability of the Paris agreement’s emission targets, the potential
impacts on the domestic economy and jobs, and the related uncertainty as to whether achieving the Paris
agreement's targets will actually have a meaningful impact on climate change, it is not surprising that the
President chose to pull out of the accord. The President has the prerogative to conduct foreign and domaestic
affairs within the limits established by the Constitution. The Paris agreement was not a treaty approved by the
two-thirds of the Senate and then ratified by former President Obama as required by the Constitution. By
withdrawing from the agreement, the President has made a lawful policy choice based on his determination of
what is the best interests of the nation.”

Kar Blackwell, former domestic nolicy advisor 1o the Trump Presidentis! Transition toam, served a3 State
Treasurer and Secretary of State of Ohio and 5 2 current Board Member of the Nationa! Taupayers Unlon.

“The President’s dedsion today is the fulflliment of another campaign promise 1o put Smerics’s Interests

first. The Parls climate agreement was a bad deal negotizted by the Ohama administration, which would cost
american iobs and economic growth, while reguiring Hitle of the countriss who are causing the most

pofiution. Through free market innovation, the US s aiveady making great strides In reducing emissions, while
providing affordable energy to our ¢itlzans. The last thing we need Is another meaningless Internations!
sgregment where the US makes sl the saorifices and carrving the cost of other nations, with Hitle actual impact
on the climats,”

Bavid Mcintosh, President of the Club For Growth

“Yoday, the Club for Growth applauds President Trump’s forthcoming decision to begin the process of
withdrawing the United States from the Paris climate agreement. For far too long the Obama Administration
allowed foreign governments and alarmist environmentalists to dictate, not only climate change policy, but
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worse our nation’s economic policy. President Trump’s decision sends a strong message to the environmentalist
movement: no longer will the United 5tates be strong armed by their scare tactics intended to harm our
gconomy and inhibit economic growth., With this announcemaent, President Trump takes a significant step
toward putting Amaerican taxpavers and businesses back in the driver’s seat. We encourage the President to
continue to take actions that will unleash economic growth and create more American jobs and opportunities.”

John S. Baker, Jr., Professor Emeritus at Louisiana State University Law Center

"Given the dramatic climate change in American politics, President Trump's decision to drop out of the Paris
accord should never have been in doubt. That the decision seemed uncertain only demonstrates the
determination of internationalist opinion makers to undermine American political choices."

Ionathan Adier, lohan Verhel] Memorial Professor of Law and Director of the Center for Business Law &
Begulation at the Case Weastern Reserve Unlversity School of Law

"There is no reason for the United 5tates 1o remain a parly 1o an agreement with which the US has no intention
of implementing. This agreement was never ratified by the Senate, nor would 1t be. Its high time polioy makers
moved beyond the fantasy that symbolic International agreements of this sort are 3 uselful way to address our
srvironmental challanges.”

http://www.teapartypatriots.org/news/tea-party-patriots-thank-president-trump-for-keeping-his-promise-

paris-accord/

https://twitter.com/TPPatriots/status/870372195494764545

https://twitter.com/EELegal/status/870368574887669760

https://twitter.com/AEA/status/870347302371807232

AF9s statement: https://americansforprosperity.org/afp-applauds-president-trump-decision-withdraw-paris-
climate-agreement/

https://twitter.com/AFPhg/status/870381440889966592

American Energy Alllance statement:
hitp://americanenergyalliance.org/2017/06/01/aea-commends-president-trump-keeping-promise-forgotten-
man/

ED_013450_00000941-00002



Message

From: Danylak, Mike (EPW) [Mike_Danylak@epw.senate.gov]

Sent: 3/28/2017 1:42:21 PM

To: Danylak, Mike (EPW) [Mike_Danylak@epw.senate.gov]

Subject: Barrasso Op-Ed: Toward a Better Climate Sans Paris

Attachments: removed.txt
For Immediate Release: Contact: Mike Danylak ~202.224.1049
March 29, 2017 Mike Danvlak@EPW .Senate.Gov

In Case You Missed It ...

Barrasso Op-Ed: Toward a Better Climate Sans Paris
The U.N. pact would restrain U.S. innovation leading to cleaner energy

By: U.S. Senator John Barrasso, M.D.
March 29, 2617
Washington Times

It’s time for the United States to pull out of the Paris climate agreement entirely.

On Tuesday, President Trump signed an executive order that promoted American encrgy security by rolling
back several overrcaching Obama-cra regulations that are central to the Paris climate pact.

The president’s order addressed some of the most economically damaging regulations behind the Paris

accords.

The executive order’s goals include reversing the so-called “Clean Power” rules that would shutter American
power plants. It also rescinds the damaging moratorium on coal leasing. Additionally, it removes the
requirement that federal officials consider climate change when making decisions.

All were put in place without congressional approval.

This executive order sent Washington’s regulatory agencies back to the drawing board to help make
American energy as clean as we can, as fast as we can, without raising costs on American families.

The order has taken the legs out from under the Paris climate agreement that President Obama signed in his
last year in office.

The international climate deal was negotiated badly and signed out of desperation. In fact, there was enough
bipartisan opposition to the pact that Mr. Obama bypassed sending it to the Senate for ratification as a treaty.
The agreement rests on little more than the former president’s handshake.
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The Paris deal imposed on the United States unrealistic targets for reducing our carbon emissions. It set
America’s standards higher than for much of the world, while giving countries like China a free pass for years
1o come.

We all want a cleaner environment, but the Paris agreement, and the ill-conceived regulations that it spawned,
disproportionately harm America’s economy and put us at a competitive disadvantage.

According to National Economic Research Associates Economic Consulting, if the United States met all of its
commitments as part of the Paris climate accord, it would cost the American economy $3 trillion and 6.5
million industrial sector jobs by 2040.

This bad deal for America is based on the faulty premise that the United States is the primary culprit of a
changing climate rather than a driver of innovative solutions.

America has already reduced its carbon-dioxide emissions dramatically. According to the Energy Information
Administration, emissions have dropped 12 percent in the past decade.

The trend line is clear. We can reduce our emissions without the Paris accords.

The U.S. reduction in carbon emissions is not because of government regulations or international agreements.
It is in large part because of new and innovative technologies from the private sector, including innovations in
natural gas production.

While the climate deal punishes America’s energy producers with expensive and burdensome regulations, it
gives other countries much more generous limits and timelines.

The Paris agreement is a great deal for countries like China and India. They were understandably eager to
take full advantage of the chance to get an economic leg up on the United States in terms of energy security.
With an abundance of low-cost coal, these nations will put our manufacturers at a competitive disadvantage.

Similarly, with less American oil and natural gas production, OPEC countries and Russia would have greater
leverage in global energy markets.

The Paris agreement also created a United Nations climate slush fund, largely underwritten by American
taxpayers. In his final year in office, President Obama contributed $500 million from the State Department to

this fund on two separate occasions. He did it without authorization from Congress.

Other countries are now questioning their own financial commitments to the agreement. Finance ministers
from multiple G20 countries are actively seeking to scale back their government’s pledges to finance the deal.

This agreement is not the solution. According to researchers from MIT, even if every nation that signed on to
the Paris pact met all of their commitments until the end of the century; the impact on the climate would be
negligible.

Bottom line: the Paris climate agreement is a bad deal for America.

Pulling out of this agreement would help rev the engines of America’s economy, which is necessary if we are
going to develop the next generation of technologies to reduce our emissions even further.

It would also get rid of an unnecessary distraction for the State Department. America faces challenges around
the world that are more pressing than the Paris accord.
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We would be better off if our diplomats focused on security threats like those we face from North Korea,
Russia and ISIS, instead of trying to justify remaining in a bad deal with which we do not intend to comply.

In November, President Trump and Republicans in Congress were given a mandate to put this country’s
needs first. Walking away from a bad Panis deal would be a good start.

John Barrasso, a Republican member of the ULS. Senate from Wyoming, is chairman of the Senate Committee
on Environment and Public Works and a member of the Foreign Affairs Committee.

http://epw.senate.sov
Twitter | YouTube
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Message

From: Dewey, Amy [Dewey. Amy@epa.gov]

Sent: 5/30/2017 3:14:10 PM

To: Konkus, John [konkus.john@epa.gov]

Subject: Get out of Paris: Ted Cruz: at CNN, Cliff Forrest in WSJ

Don’t miss this!

hitps://amp.cnn.com/cnn/2017/05/29/opinions/withdraw-paris-accord-opinion-cruz/index.html

Ted Cruz: Trump should withdraw from Paris
climate pact

By Ted Cruz
Updated 9:22 AM EDT, Tue May 30, 2017

Editor's Note: (Ted Cruz represents Texas in the United States Senate. The views expressed in this commentary
are his own. )

(CNN) Following a successful international tour and the G-7 Summit in Italy, President Trump has an
opportunity to relieve our nation of the unfair and economically devastating requirements of the Paris
Agreement, the United Nations climate treaty he pledged to rip up during the campaign.

And as soon as possible, President Trump should act on -- and keep -- his campaign promise.

The agreement, signed by the Obama administration last year, would commit the United States to drastically
reducing its carbon emissions while allowing some countries to increase theirs. This, all while doing nothing to
meaningfully decrease global temperatures.

According to a recent National Economic Research Associates Economic Consulting study, the Paris
Agreement could obliterate $3 trillion of GDP, 6.5 million industrial sector jobs and $7,000 in per capita
household income from the American economy by 2040. Meeting the 2025 emissions reduction target alone
could subtract $250 billion from our GDP and eliminate 2.7 million jobs. The cement, iron and steel, and
petroleum refining industries could see their production cut by 21% 19%, and 11% respectively.

Not only would these unfair standards reduce American job growth and wages and increase monthly utility
costs for hardworking families, they would fundamentally disadvantage the United States in the global
economy. The result: our economic output would lag while other countries continued to expand their GDPs.

The agreement's proponents market it as a panacea for addressing the impacts of climate change, but at its core,
it is about increasing government control -- over the economy, the energy sector and nearly every aspect of our

daily lives. It represents the exact misguided, top-down, government-knows-best approach that American voters
resoundingly rejected in 2016.

We cannot pursue a path that puts American workers first if we cripple a fossil fuel energy sector that generates
82% of the energy consumed in the United States. The coal industry alone supplies almost one-third of
America's electric power -- with an increasing amount of clean coal-burning technology becoming available.
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America is poised to become a net energy exporter over the next decade. We should not abandon that progress
at the cost of weakening our energy renaissance and crippling economic growth.

And let's not forget the massive utility cost increases the agreement would entail. The Clean Power Plan, a
major component of fulfilling the agreement, would spike energy costs for working and middle-class Texans by
16% by 2030, according to the Economic Reliability Council of Texas, the entity that operates the electric grid
for much of our state.

We simply cannot afford an agreement that puts thousands of Americans out of work, increases their energy
costs and devastates our core industries.

In return for crippling our economy, the Paris Agreement would do next to nothing to impact global
temperatures. Under the EPA’s own models, if all carbon emissions in America were basically eliminated,
global temperatures would only decrease by less than two-tenths of a degree Celsius.

While the agreement would have a negligible impact on temperatures, America would be putting itself at a
competitive disadvantage. That's because while the Obama administration irresponsibly committed America to
immediate, real cuts in emissions, our global economic competitors would have no such handicap. In fact,
Russia is permitted to increase its emissions approximately 50% and China and India have no meaningful cap
on emissions_until 2030.

This disparity among the countries' pledges inflicts real losses on our economy now while our rivals continue to
grow, industrialize and diversify at their own pace with no implementation costs. In the meantime, the
agreement would force American taxpayers to subsidize alternative energy at the expense of clean coal, nuclear
power and natural gas -- energy resources that actually work for our economy and our environment.

The Paris Agreement would also handicap America in the global race for new sources of energy. Russia has
committed financial and military assets to the Arctic to stake its claim to the region's vast deepwater mineral, oil
and gas deposits. China is also exploring and trading for Arctic oil and gas. Meanwhile, American liquefied
natural gas struggles with logistical costs that weaken its competitiveness.

By allowing our rivals to increase their cooperation and strategic leverage around the world -- pressuring our
allies and partners, harming domestic job creators and materially reducing our prestige and influence in the
process --- the agreement would damage America's national security as much as our economic security. The
emission cuts that the US would have to make today, and the resultant costs for our own energy firms, would
weaken our ability to battle our rivals on an equal footing in the drive for untapped energy sources.

Efforts to unwind some of the deal's more onerous regulations are welcomed, but that is not enough. Unless the
US completely withdraws, the Paris Agreement will continue to cause sustained harm to our security and
economy, and it keeps the door open for future administrations to use it as means to impose more costly and
ineffective energy regulations.

We should not let a deal subject to the whims of future administrations or Congresses hang like a wet blanket
over our economy -- driving up energy prices, devastating our industrial base and bolstering our rivals.

I hope President Trump will take the opportunity before him to fulfill the commitment he made and withdraw
America from the Paris Agreement.
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https://www.wsj.convarticles/the-business-case-for-paris-is-bunk-1496095937

The ‘Business Case’ for Paris Is Bunk

The climate accord is a boon—vet pulling cut would be unfair?

By Cliff Forrest
May 29,2017 6:12 p.m. ET
245 COMMENTS

As President Trump weighs whether to withdraw from the Paris Agreement on climate change, some have tried
to present a “business case” for why the U.S. should stay in. An economic windfall would come with the early
and aggressive investment in alternative energy that the accord mandates, or so the argument goes. The Paris
Agreement’s backers have told a very incomplete story and reached the wrong conclusion.

The economic merits of the Paris Agreement take on a different air when more fully considered. Climate-
change advocates’ bizarre premise is that economic gains will come from restricting access to the most
abundant, reliable and affordable fuel sources. Never mind that this defies the experience of many European
nations that have invested heavily in renewable energy. After “Germany’s aggressive and reckless expansion of
wind and solar,” for example, the magazine Der Spiegel declared in 2013 that electricity had become “a luxury
good.” Apparently this time will be different.

There are a few interesting hypocrisies to consider as well. The commercial interests that strongly support the
Paris Agreement typically have created programs to exploit, game or merely pass through the costs of the
climate-change agenda. Many also maintain a green pose for marketing purposes. The classic example of this
rent-seeking behavior was Enron, which in 1996 purchased Zond Energy Systems (now GE Wind) to
complement its gas pipeline. Enron then set about lobbying its way to green-energy riches. It seems that Paris
backers hope for a sudden public amnesia about the many businesses that use government to push out smaller
competitors.

Green companies also argue that, beyond economic benefits, their ability to slow climate change helps
contribute to the public good. To my knowledge, none declare a measurable impact on climate from their
businesses or their desired policies.

Mr. Trump should keep in mind that the people calling for him to stick with the Paris Agreement largely did not
support him during the campaign. Few would like to see him succeed now. As for his strongest supporters,
they’re the ones who will take the hit if he breaks his promise to withdraw.

Some countries have threatened to punish the U.S. if it pulls out of the accord. Rodolfo Lacy Tamayo, Mexico’s
undersecretary for environmental policy and planning, said in an interview with the New York Times: “A
carbon tariff against the United States is an option for us.” Countries imposing costs on their own industries
through the Paris Agreement complain that they are at a disadvantage if the U.S. doesn’t do the same.
Apparently they didn’t receive the talking points describing green energy as an economic boon for everyone
involved.

So which is it? Does the Paris Agreement spur a U.S. economy otherwise unprepared to succeed in the 21st
century? Or is the U.S. maintaining economic advantage by not subjecting itself to the accord’s arduous
requirements?

ED_013450_00001253-00003



Mr. Trump’s obligation is to do what is in America’s best interest. Rejecting a confused and costly international
agreement, with questionable benefits to climate, should be a slam dunk. Don’t take my word for it: Just study

the other side’s arguments.

Mr. Forrest is CEQ of Rosebud Mining.
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Message

From: Joseph Bast [IBast@heartland.org]
Sent: 5/31/2017 1:35:39 PM
Subject: Fingers crossed re announcement on Paris today... and good piece by Jon Utley at American Conservative

hito/fwww theamericanconservative corr/articles/submit-the-paris-treaty-to-the-senste/

Submit the Paris Treaty to the Senate

It’s the best way out of the climate morass.

By Jon Basil Utley « May 30, 2017

The so-called Paris “Treaty” has all sorts of grounds for complicated lawsuits to restrict America’s new found
energy independence and growing massive natural-gas production. We need to get out from under it. Yet a
weakened President Trump is hesitating while the global-warming lobby tries desperately to confound the
issues.

There have recently been stories raising concerns about how Scuth Pole ice might one day melt and raise sea
levels. But this because ice has been increasing at the South Pole. (See my earlier article for details on South
Pole ice and new cold weather records in Asia.)

It is seldom mentioned that the “Treaty” received nearly unanimous support among developing nations because
they were promised billions per year to pay for cutbacks on their energy production. As Slcomberg verified,
“many poor nations signed up to the treaty largely because of a promise of $100 billion a year of ‘¢limate

aid’ from rich nations, starting from 2020.” Of course, most of this money is supposed to come from
Washington and Ohama commitied a billion four it before leaving office.

Similarly, European support can be understood in terms of the feared political backlash from voters (Germans
are paying over 30 euro-cents per kilowatt hour for electricity, nearly three times what Americans pay) if
questions are raised about the hundreds of billions their governments have spent subsidizing solar and wind
power.

There is also a vital constitutional issue of senatorial “advice and consent.” There is no question that the Paris
Agreement was a treaty. Obama knew he would not get the votes in the Senate to pass it. The precedent of so
committing America to such an agreement without a Senate vote should not be allowed to stand. A report by the
Competitive Enterprise Institute lays out the reasons:

The Paris Climate Agreement is a treaty by virtue of its costs and risks, ambition compared to
predecessor climate treaties, dependence on subsequent legislation by Congress, intent to affect state
laws, U.S. historic practice with regard to multilateral environmental agreements, and other common-
sense criteria.

CED’s analysis further explains:
A majority of states have sued to overturn the Obama Environmental Protection Agency’s end-run

around Congress, the Clean Power Plan, which is also the centerpiece of the U.S. NDC (nationally
determined contributions) under the Paris Agreement. Yet, the CPP is only a start. All of Obama’s
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adopted and proposed climate policies would only achieve about 51 percent of just the first NDC, and
the Paris Agreement requires parties to promise more “ambitious” NDCs every five years.

The Republican Senate will not vote to approve the treaty. That would end any case for its legal validity. Fear
that a vote might be filibustered so that some future leftist administration could eventually resubmit it for
ratification is bogus. In fact, it would be a constant thorn in the side of the Left for future elections. Remember
another real motive for them is for Washington to have growing bureaucratic control over the states and
citizenry. All sorts of new government powers could be claimed as a way of controlling climate change. Fears
of this would give conservatives a constant election issue by keeping the issue alive.

The current visks of doing nothing are explained in another article:

Environmental pressure groups and several state attorneys general have begun to prepare lawsuits in federal
court to block withdrawal of the “Clean Power” Plan and other greenhouse gas rules. One argument that they
have already put forward is that these rules cannot be withdrawn because they are part of our international
commitment under the Paris Climate Treaty. Failing to withdraw from Paris thus exposes key parts of your
deregulatory energy agenda to unnecessary legal risk. The AGs revealed in a recruiting letter that they also plan
other lawsuits “ensuring that the promises made in Paris become reality.

Bjorn Lomborg explains the flaws of the treaty in /%4 {oday:

In truth, Trump’s action just exposes what we have known for a while: The Paris Agreement is not the
way to solve global warming. Even if every nation fulfilled everything promised — including Obama’s
undertakings — it would get us nowhere near achieving the treaty’s much-hyped, unrealistic promise to
keep temperature rises under 1.5 degrees Celsius,

Further obfuscating the issues is the constant barrage about the ease of moving to so called “clean energy.”
Actually “wind and solar are supplving less than 196 of plobal energy demand. .. .wind provided 0.46% of global
energy consumption in 2014, and solar and tide combined provided 0.35%.” Higher reported numbers for
renewables include wood burning, dung and such.

With all the complications, the best way to ice the treaty is to put it before the Senate for ratification. Failure
there will once and for all end any legal grounds for implementing it.

Jon Basil Utley is publisher of The American Conservative.
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Message

From: Dewey, Amy [Dewey. Amy@epa.gov]

Sent: 6/1/2017 8:41:08 PM

To: Konkus, John [konkus.john@epa.gov]

cC: Milbourn, Cathy [Milbourn.Cathy@epa.gov]

Subject: FW: CRAMER: Statement on President Trump Withdrawing from the Paris Climate Agreement

Let’s ask Congressional to collect all of the positive statements from the Hill! Amy

From: Jorde, Adam [mailto:Adam.Jorde@mail.house.gov]
Sent: Thursday, June 01, 2017 4:34 PM
Subject: CRAMER: Statement on President Trump Withdrawing from the Paris Climate Agreement

MEWS FROM THE QFFICE OF

US CONGRESSMAN of NORTH DAKOTA

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE | JUNE 1, 2017

CRAMER: Statement on President Trump Withdrawing
from the Paris Climate Agreement

WASHINGTON D.C. - Congressman Kevin Cramer issued the following statement after President Donald J.
Trump announced the United States will begin the process of exiting the Paris Climate Agreement:

“From the beginning, President Trump was looking for a deal that would benefit our nation, and it’s clear he
thoughtfully weighed all his options over the past several weeks. The Paris Climate Agreement, in current
form, would be terrible for America, and I'm glad we have a President who values Americans more than the
interests of the rest of the world.”

Congressman Cramer (R-N.D.) serves on the House Energy and Commerce Committee and was an early-
endorser and informal energy advisor to President Trump during his campaign. In April, he sent a letter with
several House Republicans from energy-rich states requesting the President stay in the agreement for the benefit
of American interests. Cramer also published an opinion editorial in the Wall Street Journal last month detailing
why he changed his mind on withdrawing from the agreement.

HHH
Adam Jorde
Communications Director
Rep. Kevin Cramer | North Dakota
1717 Longworth HOB | O: 202-225-2611
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Mobile: 202-308-3853 | @JordeAdam

Email Website vCard

Sign Up to receive Congressman Cramer's newsletter
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Message

From: Joseph Bast [IBast@heartland.org]
Sent: 6/2/2017 9:28:07 PM
Subject: H. Sterling Burnett and Justin Haskins on the front page of Fox News

http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2017/06/01/trumps-paris-climate-decision-should-be-celebrated-by-
democrats-republicans-and-independents.html

Fox News
6/2/17

Trump's Paris Climate Decision Should be Celebrated by Democrats, Republicans

and Independents
By: H. Sterling Burnett and Justin Haskins, the Heartland Institute

When the Paris climate agreement was signed in April 20186, it was touted by the Obama administration and a
vast array of its climate-alarmist proponents as a supreme victory for the global environmental movement.
Now, a little more than a year later, the agreement that had effectively been in the works for nearly a decade
in one form or another is dead, and with it, much of President Barack Obama’s climate-change legacy.

Americans of every stripe should celebrate the Paris agreement’s demise, for it represents a stunning victory
for taxpayers and middle- and lower-income families and the elevation of science over irrational fears about
the future of Earth’s climate.

The Paris climate agreement required the United States to cut its carbon dioxide emissions by 28 percent
below 2005 levels by 2025. To meet this target, the United States would have had to reduce its emissions by
such a radical extent that virtually every aspect of American life would have been negatively impacted.

Mandates would have forced the closure of many of the least-expensive power plants nationwide, raising
energy prices at a time of tepid economic growth and sky-high deficits. Manufacturers, domestic energy
producers, and countless related industries would have been driven out of business or forced to significantly
scale back their operations while taxpayer-subsidized, inefficient, high-cost renewable-energy industries
thrived—all at the expense of everyday Americans.

Under the Paris agreement, major economic and geopolitical competitors—including China, India, and
Russia—would have been allowed to grow their low-cost carbon dioxide emissions while the United States
would have been forced to implement draconian cuts, making their economies comparatively more attractive
to corporations looking to slash costs and significantly reducing Americans’ ability to compete in an
increasingly global marketplace.

Despite the Paris agreement’s immense costs, the treaty’s proponents insist it is a necessary step forward in
the alleged battle against human-caused climate change. But even the U.N. Environment Programme, a noted
climate alarmist agency, admitted on its own website the treaty would deliver no meaningful environmental
improvements.

According to the United Nations’ post-Paris analysis, if all the parties to the agreement were to meet their
promised emissions goals, the Paris treaty would result in less than half the greenhouse gas cuts required to
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halt temperatures at an upper limit of 2 degrees Celsius. Even if one believes human greenhouse gas
emissions are driving dangerous climate change—and we think the best science shows they aren’t—the Paris
agreement would not have prevented one iota of rising temperatures, sea levels, or instances of extreme
weather.

Climate alarmists, including some within the White House, have told the president any rollback of the Paris
agreement would have detrimental political consequences for the president. Thankfully, Trump was not
swayed by these empty threats. There was absolutely no political upside for Trump to reverse course on his
campaign promise to exit the Paris agreement. Had he done so, left-wing environmentalists would not have
suddenly fallen in love with Trump, and the “swamp” Republican establishment wouldn’t have warmly
embraced him either.

However, what would have unquestionably occurred had Trump kept the Paris treaty alive is there would have
been a tidal wave of criticism from climate skeptics and working class Americans, turning some of the
president’s closest allies into his fieriest critics.

By rejecting climate alarmists’ sky-is-falling political fear mongering, Trump adamantly declared he isn’t
interested in being bullied by the anti-science, redistributionist zealots on the left. Instead, Trump is standing
alongside entrepreneurs, business owners, and working American families, many of whom voted for Trump in
November, in declaring with one voice that U.S. climate and energy policies ought to put America first.
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [JO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=88FD588E97D3405D869BCAE98D391984-WILCOX, JAH]

Sent: 4/19/2017 3:26:15 PM

To: Alex Guillen [aguillen@politico.com]

Subject: Hey Alex -

OTR — We wanted to flag this editorial from the WSJ for you.

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street Journal

April 19, 2017

hitos/Aveww o wsheom/articles/hishway-Trom-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555208

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal from the Paris
global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief is being assailed from the
right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are searching for betrayals where none

exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of President Obama’s
regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to dismantle them for good as EPA
administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge the underlying determination for regulating
CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon
dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will strengthen his
opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings create a legal obligation
for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far different from traditional hazards like SO X
and NO X.

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought it more than
we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying to revoke it now. The
finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would
consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a
career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial deference, but
the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is packed with progressive judges.
Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose
either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the 2007 ruling in
Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice Anthony Kennedy was in
that 5-4 majority.
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Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the Administration to use
scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it on a doomed mission. The
endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the
Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like
CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like CPP, but then that
same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural target for the left, but when
conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a
sellout, maybe the problem is the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [JO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=88FD588E97D3405D869BCAE98D391984-WILCOX, JAH]

Sent: 4/19/2017 3:24:00 PM

To: bwolfgang@washingtontimes.com

Subject: Hey Ben

Hope you are doing well, We worked together a little bit in 2013 and probably other times too. Off-the-
record, wanted to flag this editorial from the WSJ for you.

Jahan

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street lournal

Editorial

April 19, 2017

hitosy fwwwowsieomferticles/highway-Trom-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555808

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal from the Paris
global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief is being assailed from the
right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are searching for betrayals where none

exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of President Obama’s
regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to dismantle them for good as EPA
administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge the underlying determination for regulating
CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon
dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will strengthen his
opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings create a legal obligation
for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far different from traditional hazards like SO X
and NOX.

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought it more than
we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying to revoke it now. The
finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would
consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a
career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial deference, but
the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is packed with progressive judges.
Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose
either with a three-judge panel or en banc.
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The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the 2007 ruling in
Massachusetts v, EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice Anthony Kennedy was in
that 5-4 majority.

Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the Administration to use
scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it on a doomed mission. The
endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the

Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like
CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like CPP, but then that
same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural target for the left, but when
conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a
sellout, maybe the problem is the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [JO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=88FD588E97D3405D869BCAE98D391984-WILCOX, JAH]

Sent: 4/19/2017 3:20:27 PM

To: Jim Geraghty [jiminturkey@gmail.com]

Subject: Hey Jim

OTR — Wanted to flag this editorial for you from the WSJ.

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street Journal

Editorial

April 19, 2017

hitos:fwww owsLoom/articdles/hishwav-from-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555808

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal
from the Paris global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief
is being assailed from the right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days
are searching for betrayals where none exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of
President Obama’s regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to
dismantle them for good as EPA administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t
challenge the underlying determination for regulating CO 2 emissions known as an
endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon dioxide and other
greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will
strengthen his opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment
findings create a legal obligation for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon
is far different from traditional hazards like SO X and NO X..

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody
fought it more than we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the
risks of trying to revoke it now. The finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a
legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would consume a tremendous amount of EPA
resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a career staff hostile to
reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial
deference, but the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is
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packed with progressive judges. Climate change has become a theological conviction on the
left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the
2007 ruling in Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding.
Justice Anthony Kennedy was in that 5-4 majority.

Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the
Administration to use scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning
it on a doomed mission. The endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and
Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy
outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like
CPP, but then that same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a
natural target for the left, but when conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of
President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a sellout, maybe the problem is the
critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [JO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=88FD588E97D3405D869BCAE98D391984-WILCOX, JAH]

Sent: 4/19/2017 3:01:22 PM

To: betsy.woodruff@thedailybeast.com

Subject: Hey Betsy

OTR — We wanted to flag this editorial from the WSJ for you.

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street Journal

April 19, 2017

hitos/Aveww o wsheom/articles/hishway-Trom-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555208

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal from the Paris
global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief is being assailed from the
right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are searching for betrayals where none

exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of President Obama’s
regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to dismantle them for good as EPA
administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge the underlying determination for regulating
CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon
dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will strengthen his
opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings create a legal obligation
for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far different from traditional hazards like SO X
and NO X.

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought it more than
we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying to revoke it now. The
finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would
consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a
career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial deference, but
the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is packed with progressive judges.
Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose
either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the 2007 ruling in
Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice Anthony Kennedy was in
that 5-4 majority.
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Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the Administration to use
scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it on a doomed mission. The
endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the
Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like
CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like CPP, but then that
same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural target for the left, but when
conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a
sellout, maybe the problem is the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [JO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=88FD588E97D3405D869BCAE98D391984-WILCOX, JAH]

Sent: 4/19/2017 3:01:10 PM

To: lachlan.markay@thedailybeast.com

Subject: Hey Lachlan

OTR — We wanted to flag this editorial from the WSJ for you.

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street Journal

April 19, 2017

hitos/Aveww o wsheom/articles/hishway-Trom-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555208

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal from the Paris
global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief is being assailed from the
right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are searching for betrayals where none

exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of President Obama’s
regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to dismantle them for good as EPA
administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge the underlying determination for regulating
CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon
dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will strengthen his
opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings create a legal obligation
for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far different from traditional hazards like SO X
and NO X.

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought it more than
we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying to revoke it now. The
finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would
consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a
career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial deference, but
the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is packed with progressive judges.
Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose
either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the 2007 ruling in
Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice Anthony Kennedy was in
that 5-4 majority.
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Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the Administration to use
scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it on a doomed mission. The
endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the
Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like
CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like CPP, but then that
same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural target for the left, but when
conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a
sellout, maybe the problem is the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [JO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
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Sent: 4/19/2017 2:45:36 PM

To: John Siciliano [jsiciliano@washingtonexaminer.com]

Subject: Hey John -

OTR — We wanted to flag this editorial from the WSJ for you.

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street Journal

April 19, 2017

hitos/Aveww o wsheom/articles/hishway-Trom-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555208

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal from the Paris
global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief is being assailed from the
right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are searching for betrayals where none

exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of President Obama’s
regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to dismantle them for good as EPA
administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge the underlying determination for regulating
CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon
dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will strengthen his
opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings create a legal obligation
for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far different from traditional hazards like SO X
and NO X.

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought it more than
we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying to revoke it now. The
finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would
consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a
career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial deference, but
the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is packed with progressive judges.
Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose
either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the 2007 ruling in
Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice Anthony Kennedy was in
that 5-4 majority.
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Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the Administration to use
scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it on a doomed mission. The
endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the
Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like
CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like CPP, but then that
same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural target for the left, but when
conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a
sellout, maybe the problem is the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [JO=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
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Sent: 4/19/2017 2:44:50 PM

To: allahpundit@gmail.com

Subject: Allahpundit ...

OTR — We wanted to flag this editorial from the WSJ for you.

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street Journal

April 19, 2017

hitos/Aveww o wsheom/articles/hishway-Trom-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555208

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal from the Paris
global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief is being assailed from the
right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are searching for betrayals where none

exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of President Obama’s
regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to dismantle them for good as EPA
administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge the underlying determination for regulating
CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon
dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will strengthen his
opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings create a legal obligation
for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far different from traditional hazards like SO X
and NO X.

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought it more than
we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying to revoke it now. The
finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would
consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a
career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial deference, but
the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is packed with progressive judges.
Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose
either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the 2007 ruling in
Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice Anthony Kennedy was in
that 5-4 majority.
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Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the Administration to use
scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it on a doomed mission. The
endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the
Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like
CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like CPP, but then that
same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural target for the left, but when
conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a
sellout, maybe the problem is the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
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Sent: 4/19/2017 2:43:23 PM

To: smoran@breitbart.com

Subject: Hey Sean

OTR — We wanted to flag this editorial from the WSJ for you.

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street Journal

April 19, 2017

hitos/Aveww o wsheom/articles/hishway-Trom-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555208

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal from the Paris
global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief is being assailed from the
right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are searching for betrayals where none

exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of President Obama’s
regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to dismantle them for good as EPA
administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge the underlying determination for regulating
CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon
dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will strengthen his
opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings create a legal obligation
for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far different from traditional hazards like SO X
and NO X.

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought it more than
we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying to revoke it now. The
finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would
consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a
career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial deference, but
the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is packed with progressive judges.
Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose
either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the 2007 ruling in
Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice Anthony Kennedy was in
that 5-4 majority.
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Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the Administration to use
scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it on a doomed mission. The
endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the
Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like
CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like CPP, but then that
same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural target for the left, but when
conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a
sellout, maybe the problem is the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov
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From: Wilcox, Jahan [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
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Sent: 4/19/2017 2:42:22 PM

To: ewerickson@me.com

Subject: Hey Erik -

OTR — We wanted to flag this editorial from the WSJ for you.

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street Journal

April 19, 2017

hitos/Aveww o wsheom/articles/hishway-Trom-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555208

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal from the Paris
global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief is being assailed from the
right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are searching for betrayals where none

exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of President Obama’s
regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to dismantle them for good as EPA
administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge the underlying determination for regulating
CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon
dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will strengthen his
opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings create a legal obligation
for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far different from traditional hazards like SO X
and NO X.

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought it more than
we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying to revoke it now. The
finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would
consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a
career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial deference, but
the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is packed with progressive judges.
Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose
either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the 2007 ruling in
Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice Anthony Kennedy was in
that 5-4 majority.

ED_013450_00001433-00001



Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the Administration to use
scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it on a doomed mission. The
endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the
Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like
CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like CPP, but then that
same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural target for the left, but when
conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a
sellout, maybe the problem is the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov

ED_013450_00001433-00002



Message

From: Wilcox, Jahan [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=88FD588E97D3405D869BCAEI8D391984-WILCOX, JAH]

Sent: 4/19/2017 2:43:41 PM

To: tips@hotair.com

Subject: Ed and Jazz -

OTR — We wanted to flag this editorial from the WSJ for you.

Highway From the Endangerment Zone

The Wall Street Journal

April 19, 2017

hitos/Aveww o wsheom/articles/hishway-Trom-the-endangerment-zone- 1492555208

Scott Pruitt has emerged as a leading voice in the Trump Administration for U.S. withdrawal from the Paris
global climate deal, so it’s ironic that the Environmental Protection Agency chief is being assailed from the
right for being soft on carbon. Too many conservatives these days are searching for betrayals where none

exist.

As Attorney General of Oklahoma, Mr. Pruitt successfully sued to stop the enforcement of President Obama’s
regulations known as the Clean Power Plan, or CPP, and he’s preparing to dismantle them for good as EPA
administrator. The rap from the right is that he won’t challenge the underlying determination for regulating
CO 2 emissions known as an endangerment finding. In 2009 the EPA concluded in this finding that carbon
dioxide and other greenhouse gases pose a threat to public health and the environment, and this document
serves as the nominal legal basis for the CPP and other anticarbon rules.

Mr. Pruitt’s critics claim that withdrawing from the CPP without reversing endangerment will strengthen his
opponents in the inevitable green lawsuits that are coming. Endangerment findings create a legal obligation
for the EPA to regulate the relevant pollutants, even if carbon is far different from traditional hazards like SO X
and NO X.

The endangerment finding was deeply misguided and flawed in its execution, and nobody fought it more than
we did. But there’s a practical reason that Mr. Pruitt is right about the risks of trying to revoke it now. The
finding has been upheld by the courts, and creating a legally bulletproof non-endangerment rule would
consume a tremendous amount of EPA resources, especially at an agency with few political appointees and a
career staff hostile to reform.

Technical determinations about the state of the science are supposed to be entitled to judicial deference, but
the reality is that the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals that would hear the case is packed with progressive judges.
Climate change has become a theological conviction on the left, so Mr. Pruitt would almost certainly lose
either with a three-judge panel or en banc.

The Supreme Court’s appetite for such a case is also minimal, since it would run directly at the 2007 ruling in
Massachusetts v. EPA that prepared the way for the endangerment finding. Justice Anthony Kennedy was in
that 5-4 majority.

ED_013450_00001437-00001



Mr. Pruitt is already taking on difficult and controversial challenges, so better for the Administration to use
scarce political capital where it will make a difference instead of burning it on a doomed mission. The
endangerment finding doesn’t dictate any specific regulation, and Mr. Pruitt has the discretion to interpret the
Clean Air Act to achieve his favored policy outcomes, including to repeal legally tenuous central planning like
CPP.

A future Democratic President could use the endangerment finding to revive something like CPP, but then that
same Administration could restore endangerment too. Mr. Pruitt is a natural target for the left, but when
conservatives are impugning one of the leaders of President Trump’s economic deregulation project as a
sellout, maybe the problem is the critics, not Mr. Pruitt.

Jahan Wilcox

EPA

Strategic Communications Advisor
Work Cell: 202.309.0934

Work Email: wilcox.jahan@epa.gov

ED_013450_00001437-00002
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